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NOTICE  OF  HIGHWAY  PUBLIC  HEARINGS 


TWO  Highway  Public  Hearings  will  be  held:   FIRST  in  the  Columbia 
Falls  City  Hall,  130  6th  St.  West  on  December  9,  and  the  SECOND 
in  the  Kalispell  City  Hall  on  December  10,  1981,  both  starting 
at  7:30  p.m.  relating  to  the  proposed  rerouting  of  U.S.  2.  This 
project  extends  west  through  Columbia  Falls  along  what  is  now 
Montana  40,  then  south  along  LaSalle  Road  through  Evergreen  and 
Kalispell.   The  work  will  consist  of  resigning  and  is  15.5  miles 
long. 

INVITATION  IS  HEREBY  EXTENDED  TO  ALL  INTERESTED  PERSONS  to  attend 
said  hearings  and  if  they  so  desire,  submit  written  briefs  or  verbal 
arguments  either  for  or  against  the  project.   Written  statements  will 
also  be  accepted  for  ten  (10)  days  following  the  hearings  by  the 
Department  of  Highways  Office,  2701  Prospect  Avenue 

Helena,  Montana  59620 

Dated  this  30th  day  of  October,  1981 
Project:  U.S.  2  Realignment 


-fa,   GARY  J.  WICKS 


Director  of  Highways 


The  following  is  a  transcript  of  a  Highway  Department  Public  Hearing  held  in 
Columbia  Falls  in  Columbia  Falls,  Montana  on  December  9,  1981  at  7:30  P.M. 
relating  to  the  proposed  rerouting  of  US-2. 

The  project  extends  from  the  intersection  of  US-2  and  US  40  west  through 
Columbia  Falls  along  what  is  now  Montana  40,  then  south  along  LaSalle  Road 
through  Evergreen  to  its  junction  with  US-2. 

The  Project  will  consists  of  resigning  and  is  15.5  miles  long. 

The  following  Department  of  Highways  personnel  attended  the  hearing: 

Tom  Barnard,  Supervisor  -  Division  Construction  Section,  Kalispell 

Don  Opitz,  Asst.  Supervisor,  Planning  &  Research,  Helena 

Mike  Davis ,  Planner 

The  Consultant  firm  of  Maxfield  Assoc.  Ltd.,  Kalispell. 

Bob  Ripley,  Montana  Rep. 

Fred  Burnell,  Special  Consultant 

Bill  Stephenson,  Asst.  Manager  -  Public  Hearings  Unit,  Helena 

Dan  Bartsch,  Manager  -  Public  Hearings  Unit,  Helena 

TRANSCRIPT 

D.  BARTSCH:    We  will  try  and  get  this  meeting  started,  my  name  is  Dan  Bartsch 
and  I  work  for  the  Department  of  Highways  out  of  Helena.   Bill 
Stephenson  here  at  the  desk  is  my  helper  and  he  helps  me  keep 
track  of  the  speakers  and  all. 

This  evening  we're  here  in  probably  a  little  different  capacity 
then  I'm  used  to  because  it's  not  a  formal  construction  job 
where  we'll  have  design  plans  and  a  set  of  detail  engineering 
plans  and  this  sort  of  thing  which  we  usually  have.  We're  here 
to  conduct  and  to  gather  the  input  on  a  proposal  to  change  the 
designation  of  a  portion  of  U.S.  2  from  one  route  to  another 
and  we're  here  primarily  at  the  invitation  of  the  County  Com- 
missioners to  gather  this  information  for  them  and  help  them 
make  the  decision  of  what  to  do.   So  we'll  probably  have  a 
little  less  formal  presentation  and  a  little  less  formal  opera- 
tion of  our  hearing  this  evening.   There's  not  really  a 
financial  picture  or  state/federal  limitation  for  these  things 
are  really  not  involved  in  this  type  of  project. 

I  think  what  we'll  do  is  somewhat  similar  to  my  other  public 
hearings,  I'll  introduce  a  few  of  the  people  that  are  involved 
in  the  project  so  far  and  what  studies  have  been  made.   After 
they  give  those  presentations,  then  we'll  open  it  up  for  ques- 
tions and  for  comments  and  statements  that  anyone  may  have 
supporting  or  opposing  the  proposals.   So  keep  in  mind  if  some 
question  does  come  to  your  mind  and  it  isn't  covered  very 
adequately,  or  something  of  that  nature,  why  we  will  have  an 
open  session  of  discussion  afterwards. 

First  of  all,  a  couple  of  people  from  the  Highway  that  are 
here,  most  of  you  probably  know  Tom  Barnard.  He  is  the  Super- 
visor of  the  Division  Construction  Section  which  covers  the 


Kalispell  area.   Tom  will  go  into  a  little  bit  of  the  history 
of  what  the  Highway  has  done  and  how  we  got  this  far  with  it. 
Mel  Wollan  is  one  of  the  County  Commissioners  here  and  he  will 
get  into  a  little  bit  of  what  studies  have  been  made  to  date 
and  what  input  has  come  from  that  direction.   A  couple  of 
people  from  the  Helena  offices  that  do  a  lot  of  the  traffic 
counts  and  traffic  studies  --  Don  Opitiz  is  the  Assistant  Chief 
of  the  Planning  and  Research  Bureau  and  Mike  Davis  is  one  of 
the  planners  in  that  Bureau  that  gathers  and  studies  that  type 
of  information.   I  guess  that's  about  all  of  the  information  I 
have  so  I'll  have  Tom  start  off  with  the  history. 

T.  BARNARD:    I've  only  got  just  a  very  few  brief  comments  to  make.   First 
thing  was  to  bring  everybody  up-to-date  of  just  how  we  got  to 
the  point  we're  at  right  now.   I  think  a  lot  of  you  are  aware 
that  this  proposed  rerouting  of  Highway  2  has  been  talked  about 
just  off  the  cuff  for  many  years  but  until  now  nothing  has  ever 
officially  been  done  about  it.   Starting  last  spring,  the 
County  and  the  Highway  Department  had  some  discussion;  we  both 
had  a  lot  of  input  from  the  public  that  felt  this  was  a  logical 
thing  to  do.   The  County  Commissions  thought  they  felt  it  was 
something  that  deserved  some  study  so  we  got  together  and 
started  looking  at  ways  you  would  do  this  reroute.   There  were 
two  or  three  alternates  that  were  considered.   Of  course,  on 
the  map  here,  this  is  the  existing  highway  to  Haynes  Corner. 
There's  Columbia  Heights;  that's  all  on  Highway  2.   This  is 
LaSalle  Road  secondary.   Up  to  here,  which  is  the  Blue  Moon,  of 
course,  this  is  Highway  40  across  here.   Highway  35  goes  down 
here  and  out  of  the  picture.   We  looked  at  several  different 
ways  that  you  could  change  these  designations  and  after  con- 
sidering these  alternates,  everybody  felt  that  the  most  logical 
one  was  to  change  the  section  from  Haynes  Corner  up  to  Columbia 
Heights  secondary  route;  change  LaSalle  Road  from  here  and 
Evergreen,  up  to  the  Blue  Moon  to  Highway  2;  change  this  desig- 
nation also  to  Highway  2  and  leave  this  section  as  primary 
route  which  would  be  Highway  35. 

The  reason  for  picking  this  alternative  for  further  study  was 
because  the  changes  that  would  have  to  be  made  between  the 
Highway  Department  and  the  County  as  far  as  maintenance  primarily 
were  about  equal.   These  two  lengths  are  basically  the  same 
thing.   Therefore,  neither  one,  the  Highway  Department  or  the 
County,  would  have  to  make  any  major  changes  in  their  maintenance 
programs.   To  date  about  the  only  other  thing  major  that  has 
been  done  on  this  is  that  the  Kalispell  Technical  Advisory 
Committee  has  to  make  recommendations  to  the  City  of  Kalispell 
and  to  the  County  Commissioners  for  any  proposed  route  changes 
on  the  urban  system.   This  section  of  LaSalle  Road  from  the 
existing  highway  up  to  West  Reserve  Drive  is  now  on  the  urban 
highway  system.   So  this  went  before  the  Technical  Advisory 
Committee  and  their  feelings  were  that  it  was  a  viable  alterna- 
tive to  make  this  change  in  the  routing  with  stipulations  that 
certain  factors  be  considered.   The  next  step,  where  we're  at 
right  now,  was  just  to  come  out  to  the  public  and  see  what 
their  comments  are  concerning  this.   And  I  think  we  have  some 
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traffic  counts  and  so  forth  and  figures  that  we  feel  are  reasonbly 
what  could  be  expected  as  far  as  traffic  is  concerned.   There 
are  some  other  people  that  also  have  done  some  investigation 
into  that  and  we'll  wait  until  a  little  later  on  to  get  into 
that  part  of  it.   And  I  think  that's  about  all  I  have.   One 
other  comment,  so  that  everybody  understands  where  we  are  in 
this  picture,  is  that  when  the  County  Commissioners  came  to  us 
and  said  that  they'd  also  received  public  requests  to  take  a 
look  at  this,  we  did  just  a  little  preliminary  investigation 
and  felt  that  it  was  a  very  viable  alternative  that  warranted 
further  study.   At  this  time,  we  are  neither  for  or  against  it. 
We're  out  here  to  determine  what  the  people's  feelings  are  and 
to  determine  what  the  considerations  are  that  should  be  looked 
at.   Once  we  receive  the  comment  from  the  public  and  look  at 
all  the  information  we  have,  then  we  will  be  in  a  position  to 
decide  whether  we  are  either  for  or  against  it.   I  think  that's 
all  I  have,  Dan. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay,  Tom.   Thank  you.   I  guess  Tom  mainly  referred  to  the 
larger  display  over  there  because  that's  the  one  that  our 
Planning  and  Research  Unit  prepared.   This  other  display  is 
just  exactly  the  same  thing  with  a  little  different  coloring 
and  does  show  the  waterway  in  blue  and  it  has  the  route  laid 
out  in  the  same  manner.   I  think  one  of  the  people  that  will  go 
over  the  study  that  they  did  will  probably  use  that  one.   Mel 
would  you  fill  us  in  as  far  as  the  County  Commissioners'  position 
at  this  point. 

M.  WOLLAN:     Good  evening  and  thank  you,  Dan.   I  guess  I've  got  to  explain  a 
little  --  First  I  want  to  introduce  my  co-Commissioners.   In 
front  of  me  here  is  Joan  Diest.   Would  you  stand  up,  Joan. 
Back  here  by  the  door,  Henry  Oldenburg.   They're  both  here. 
And  first  I'd  like  to  go  over  a  few  minutes  of  what  happened  in 
about  1975.   A  group  of  Columbia  Falls  residents  and  myself 
took  a  trip  to  Helena  to  meet  with  the  Commission  to  discuss 
Nucleus  Avenue  and  we  had  some  pretty  heated  arguments  and  a 
lot  of  discussion  on  the  way  to  Helena  in  the  car  that  morning. 
The  purpose  of  the  trip  mainly  at  that  time  was  to  push  Nucleus 
Avenue  on  through,  get  it  done.   And,  of  course,  it  just  was 
finished  here  like  a  month  or  a  month  and  a  half  ago.   We're 
happy  about  that.   But  an  added  attraction  that  day  on  the  trip 
was  a  question  came  up,  why  don't  we  put  #2  Highway  through  40 
and  down  the  LaSalle  Road?  And  discussion  was  held  all  of  the 
rest  of  the  way  into  Helena  and  it  seemed  like  a  pretty  good 
idea.   So  there  was  a  vote  taken  in  the  car  and  I  was  asked  -- 
Mayor  Hudson,  I  believe,  was  on  that  trip  that  day  and  he'll 
probably  remember.   The  car  was  full  of  Columbia  Falls  people. 
They  outvoted  me.   One  of  them  said,  "I'll  make  a  motion  that 
Wollan  get  up  and  testify  and  request  that  #2  Highway  be  rerouted 
this  way."   So  there  I  was,  stuck.   So  I  did  make  a  presentation 
for  Nucleus  Avenue  and  they  testified  also  and  I  did  request 
when  I  got  on  the  stand  that  we  take  a  look  at  —  make  a  #2 
route  around  this  direction,  through  Columbia  Falls  and  on  down 
the  LaSalle  Road.   Our  justificiation  was  at  that  time  the 
engineers  were  working  of  the  bridge,  a  two-lane  bridge  here, 
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and  Highway  40  was  going  to  be  rebuilt  anyhow.   And  we  were  in 
the  process  of  thinking  about  doing  some  work  on  the  LaSalle 
Road.   It  was  in  terrible  shape.   Since  that  time,  most  of 
these  things  have  been  executed.   They're  done.   We've  got  to 
wind  up  the  rest  of  40  here  first  and  the  bridge  is  done. 
That's  an  expensive  project.   And  it  just  looked  like  taking 
care  of  public  interests  for  the  future  that  was  the  way  to  go 
and  that's  how  it  really  got  started.   And  the  Commissioners 
have  made  a  request  on  the  Highway  Department  to  study  this  and 
now  at  this  point  the  Commissioners  felt  that  we  needed  some 
real  experts  in  here  --  some  of  the  best  in  the  country  and  the 
only  one  I  could  think  of  was  my  old  buddy,  Bob  Ripply,  who 
represents  Field  Associates  Limited,  and  at  this  time  we  figured 
that  he  could  give  us  a  true  picture  of  what  we  really  have 
here  to  look  at  and  I  think  it's  much  better  if  this  information 
comes  out  of  a  third  party  expert  person  and  this  is  what  we 
have  tonight.   Bob,  would  you  take  over  at  this  point. 

B.  RIPPLY:     Thank  you,  Mel.   I'm  not  going  to  ask  your  intelligence  to  sit 
down  because  an  expert  who  is  late  for  the  meeting,  who  knows 
every  inch  of  the  highway  and  gets  lost,  is  in  trouble.   I'm  a 
Flathead  County  native.   Schooled  in  this  area.   I  enlisted  in 
the  Navy  in  1944  and  just  got  out.   But  I  worked  a  couple  of 
years  in  consulting  in  Washington  where  we  work  on  policy 
formulation  and  the  problems  between  somebody  trying  to  do 
something  and  the  various  rules.   So  we've  been  asked  to  do  an 
impartial  study.   We've  had  talks  with  the  Commissioners  and 
with  the  State.   Our  figures  are  from  the  State.   We  have  no 
difference  in  any  of  our  statistics  and  we're  not  going  to  bore 
you  with  a  lot  of  them,  but  we've  studied  this  issue  among 
other  issues  in  the  area  of  highway  expansion  and  what  I  want 
to  tell  you  is  what  this  is  and  what  we  see  the  issues  at 
Maxfield  Associates  Limited  of  which  I  am  limited  in  the  Montana 
representative,  and  make  it  easy  for  you  to  ask  questions  or  to 
raise  issues  with  the  people  that  make  the  policy  here.   Every 
one  of  these  Commissioners  has  had  bits  and  pieces  of  this  in 
the  planning  that  goes  into  it.   I  brought  with  me  Fred  Bernell 
who,  besides  being  an  old  Flathead  County  High  School  classmate 
of  mine,  about  four  years  older  as  you  can  tell,  has  spent  -- 
While  I  spent  35  years  in  the  Navy,  he  spent  an  equal  amount  as 
the  planner  and  in  his  higher  seniority  as  the  regional  planner 
for  the  Forest  Service  in  this  area.   He's  lived  every  inch  of 
this  road,  including  in  fires  and  emergencies.   He  and  his  wife 
Pat,  who  is  here  tonight,  went  to  school  at  Evergreen.   What 
we're  trying  to  tell  you  is  we're  extremely  interested  in  this 
subject,  both  personally  and  because  this  gives  us  a  chance  for 
my  firm  in  Montana  to  help  with  these  issues,  to  get  to  them 
whether  they're  popular  with  the  Commissioners  who  hired  us,  or 
anyone  else.   But  to  do  the  very  best  we  can  so  the  citizens 
can  ask  questions.   With  that  background,  I'll  sit  down  now  if 
I  may  and  talk  to  the  subject  that  you're  here  for,  to  reroute 
U.S.  Highway  #2  over  the  LaSalle  route,  between  Kalispell  and 
Columbia  Falls,  Montana.   A  proposal  has  been  advanced  as  you 
heard  by  several  businesses  and  news  media  and  is  now  actively 
supported  by  the  County  Commissioners  in  Flathead  County  Montana, 
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subject  to  the  public's  approval  and  their  own  expert  advice. 
But  it's  not  a  new  idea.   Fred's  dad  led  a  little  delegation  to 
try  to  make  it  go  this  way  originally.   My  own  father  was  a 
geologist.   He  drove  across  that  bridge  with  me  one  time  when  a 
wheel  came  off  over  a  high  bridge,  so  we're  not  new.   But  for 
what  historical  reason,  the  route  that  is  now  established  was 
set  up.   In  succeeeding  years,  a  connecting  route  was  built 
between  Whitefish  and  Columbia  Falls  and  the  LaSalle  Road  was 
improved  to  a  two-lane  oiled  highway  by  1947.   In  the  meantime, 
about  1940  when  the  war  was  hitting  us,  the  Flathead  County 
Airport  was  built  adjacent  to  the  LaSalle  Road. 

Subsequent  to  World  War  II,  heavy  road  use  generated  by  the 
residential  and  business  developments  in  Evergreen,  coupled 
with  airport  traffic,  eventually  made  the  LaSalle  route  the 
heaviest  used  road  in  Flathead  County.   As  a  consequence, 
portions  of  the  route  were  built  to  a  four-lane  standard.   In 
order  to  discuss  the  ramifications  of  this  proposed  change  on 
the  road  systems,  one  must  first  understand  the  components  of 
the  National  Federal  Aid  Highway  System.   And  everyone  in  this 
room  should  consider  it;  how  they  function  in  an  integrated 
transportation  network.   The  transportation  network  is  designed 
to  serve  both  mobility  and  access  needs,  although  this  may  seem 
like  a  primer,  a  definition  of  terms  was  necessary  when  you 
start  to  study  this  question  objectively.   Mobility  is  the 
factor  that  allows  traffic  to  move  to  widely  separately  general 
destinations,  such  as  short  destinations  from  Kalispell  to 
Glasgow,  or  interstate  destinations  such  as  Minneapolis  to 
Seattle.   Access,  which  is  of  interest  to  the  community,  is  the 
ability  to  move  about  to  specific  points  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
general  destination,  such  as  a  specific  store,  farm  or  residence. 
The  federal-aid  highway  system  is  therefore  addressing  both 
these  needs  and  is  an  interlock  series  of  interstate  highways, 
federal-aid  primary  highways,  which  I'll  call  FAPs  now,  as  I 
get  into  the  issues,  federal-aid  secondaries,  FASs. 

The  interstate  system  is  a  national  net  that  breaks  up  the  U.S. 
into  large  interconnected  areas  or  destinations,  such  as  a 
connection  between  northern  Wisconsin  and  western  Montana. 
Federal-aid  primaries  are  defined  as  roads  of  primary  interest 
to  the  states  and  in  the  integrated  network  they  serve  to 
connect  the  interstate  system  to  destinations  inside  the  instate 
system.   The  total  FAP  mileage  in  any  state  is  limited  by 
federal  statutes  to  7%  of  the  total  post  war  mileage  in  the 
state.   As  a  consequence,  these  FAPs  are  sometimes  referred  to 
as  7%   of  highways.   The  federal-aid  secondaries  are  roads  of 
secondary  importance  to  the  states  and  serve  to  connect  the 
federal-aid  primary  system  to  specific  destinations.   Paren- 
thetically, all  modes  of  travel,  air,  water,  etc.,  are  classi- 
fied in  the  same  way  and  it  is  federal  policy  to  terminate 
primary  facilities  of  one  mode  of  travel  on  primary  facilities 
of  another  and  this  is  significant  in  this  case,  where  the 
airport  is  concerned.   A  federal-aid  highway  connecting  to  a 
sea  or  air  terminal  is  a  good  example  of  how  we  try  to  bring 
all  these  highways  together,  where  a  railroad,  a  road  and  a 
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highway  are  all  in  the  same  area.   As  traffic  moves  over  an 
integrated  system,  it  exhibits  definite  ratios.   This  is  impor- 
tant as  I  am  going  to  avoid  reading  what  is  called  the  average 
daily  traffic,  although  both  the  state  officials  and  myself  can 
take  you  to  any  point  on  this  highway  and  tell  you  what  it  is 
if  that  should  be  a  subject  of  interest.   But,  since  that 
subject  is  subject  to  statistical  analysis,  for  instance  the 
20th  hour,  the  30th  day,  and  you  and  I  have  been  plugged  going 
along  any  of  these  highways  during  the  high  point  of  tourist 
season  at  any  given  hour,  average  daily  traffic  is  an  excellent 
engineering  planning  aid,  but  it  must  be  used  exactly  in  that 
way  and  although  they  can  be  relative,  drawing  conclusions  at 
any  point  is  not  very  --  well  let's  say  productive,  and  it's 
certainly  argumentive.   So  instead,  I'd  rather  talk  to  the  type 
of  traffic  and  to  make  a  general  point  on  this  later.   Traffic 
on  the  interstate  system  is  predominantly  mobility  traffic, 
obviously,  and  the  acccess  portion  seldom  exceeds  5  to  6%  of 
the  total  traffic,  that's  your  tourists  going  to  Glacier  Park. 

Dropping  down  to  the  primary  system,  mobility  is  still  measured 
but  the  access  portion  increases.   On  the  secondary  system, 
access  traffic  becomes  significant,  that's  your  federal-aid 
secondary,  up  to  30%.   Finally,  on  the  local  systems,  access 
oriented  traffic  is  the  major  user.   Since  mobility  use  is  for 
long  trips,  the  primary  and  interstate  system  in  any  state 
carries  80  to  90%  of  the  total  traffic  miles  traveled.   Coursing 
down  through  the  intergraded  system  as  the  percentage  of  access 
traffic  increases,  the  responsibility  to  local  government  to 
administer,  maintain  and  operate  roads  increases.   FAPs  are  the 
responsibility  of  the  state  and  that's  what  this  tradeoff  is 
all  about  between  the  state  and  the  county.   FASs,  the  secondary 
and  local  roads,  are  the  responsibility  of  local  government 
and,  before  I  describe  the  traffic,  something  that  will  get  us 
to  the  heart  of  the  matter  is  to  get  a  summary  of  the  qualities 
and  then  I'm  going  right  through  the  issues  without  going  up 
that  road  map.   But,  Fred  Bernell  is  standing  there;  we  have  26 
dots  coming  up  the  new  proposed  route  which  starts  at  the 
Evergreen  turnoff,  goes  to  the  Blue  Moon  corner,  comes  into 
Columbia  Falls  and  proceeds  to  Columbia  Heights.   The  present 
road  would  continue  from  the  Evergreen  turnoff  to  Creston 
corner  and  then  to  Columbia  Heights.   Of  interest  on  these  two 
routes  is  that  the  Whitefish  road  40,  which  is  FAP  38,  comes  in 
from  Whitefish  into  Columbia  Falls  and  the  intersection  of 
LaSalle  Road  at  the  Blue  Moon  is  where  these  two  roads  are  a 
part  of  the  proposal  to  make  that  the  new  Highway  2.   In  addition, 
the  County  Commissioners  are  concerned  with  the  present  route 
and  the  existing  route  and  that  will  remain  a  federal-aid 
primary  coming  from  Evergreen  to  Creston  corner  and  including, 
and  this  is  important  in  the  responsibility,  the  high  bridge, 
which  is  the  present  bridge  on  the  existing  Highway  2.   The 
Bigfork  road,  which  is  also  of  issue  here  because  it  is  important 
in  that  it  brings  in  the  traffic  from  the  Bigfork  area  coming 
up  the  east  side  of  Flathead  Lake,  joins  at  Creston  corner  and 
proceeds  to  Columbia  Heights. 


-6- 


The  lengths  of  these  two  routes,  the  proposed  LaSalle  Highway 
route,  is  15.577  miles  and  the  present  U.S.  #2  is  15.537.   So, 
if  you're  interested  in  .400  of  a  mile,  and  you  are  if  you  pay 
for  highways,  this  is  an  even  tradeoff.   The  present  federal 
highway  classifications  are  of  interest  also.   The  term  FAU  I 
haven't  used,  which  is  federal-aid  urban,  shows  an  interest  of 
the  federal  highway  and  state  and  county  government  in  making 
this  an  important  area  in  the  Evergreen  area.   The  first  1.8 
miles  of  that,  from  the  Evergreen  turnoff  up  that  road  is  -- 
all  access  roads  coming  to  it,  is  federal  aid  urban.   In  other 
words,  it  requires  a  lot  of  attention  because  it  is  growing 
urbanized  area.   9.27  miles  of  the  LaSalle  route  from  then  on 
are  federal-aid  secondary  highways  and  federal-aid  primary 
makes  up  4.504  for  the  15  miles.   What  is  interesting  is  the 
traffic  lanes.   The  LaSalle  route  has  two-lane  traffic  for 
8.530  miles,  but  four-lane  for  7.947  miles.   The  present  route 
has  15  miles  of  two-lane.   And  the  four-lane  is  only  0.73  mile. 
In  other  words,  we're  talking  about  15  miles  of  area  in  both 
cases.   In  one  case,  nearly  8  miles  of  four-lane,  and  the  other 
.700  of  a  mile  of  four-lane.   The  curvature  is  the  same.   One 
is  a  little  more  diagonal  than  the  other.   Neither  routes  have 
grades  that  create  problems.   U.S.  #2  route  has  the  most  grades 
but  this  issue  is  not  worth  locating  the  grades  for  discussion 
even  in  that  they're  minor.   They  have  railroad  crossings.   The 
LaSalle  route,  as  I  will  tell  you  later,  has  two  open  at-grade 
crossings  of  the  Kalispell  branch  of  the  Burlington  National 
Railroad. 

An  intersection  where  the  route  is  tributary  to  the  inter- 
secting highway  --  LaSalle  route  has  three  intersections,  at 
Evergreen  with  U.S.  #2,  at  the  Blue  Moon  with  FAP  38,  Highway  40 
from  Whitefish,  and  U.S.  #2  is  not  tributary  to  any  highway, 
the  present  one.   All  intersecting  highways  enter  as  tributaries 
and  intersections  are  constructed  as  such.   This  is  important 
and  we  will  talk  in  a  minute  what  has  to  be  done  to  make  a  90° 
turn  when  you  make  a  federal  highway  into  less  than  a  90°  turn 
so  we  don't  stop  and  hit  at  the  intersection.   U.S.  2  now  is 
signed  as  such  and  all  safety  and  regulatory  signs  and  struc- 
tures meet  the  federal-aid  primary  and  U.S.  route  standards. 
LaSalle  route  is  signed  for  local  traffic,  from  Evergreen  to 
FAP  38;  FAP  38  to  Columbia  Heights  meets  safety  standards.   If 
LaSalle  route  is  chosen,  all  route,  and  many  safety  and  regula- 
ting signs,  will  have  to  be  changed.   So,  in  summary,  the  two 
routes  are  approximately  for  the  same  length;  the  proposed  FAP 
change  of  the  LaSalle  section  is  about  a  mile  longer  than  the 
proposed  FAS  change  from  Creston  turnoff  to  Columbia  Heights; 
the  LaSalle  route  has  more  than  7  miles  of  four- lane  and  8 
miles  of  two-lane  ;  the  U.S.  route  has  .700  of  a  mile  of  four-lane 
and  15  miles  of  two-lane;  the  routes  are  about  equal  on  total 
curvature;  drainage  problems  are  not  a  factor;  grades  are 
approximately  the  same  along  both  routes;  sign  designations 
will  have  to  be  changed  to  reflect  changes  of  highway  des- 
ignations . 
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There  are  three  types  of  issues  in  discussing  this  and  now  Fred 
will  use  this  chart  to  get  to  any  of  the  issues.   These  are  not 
really  issues  we  find,  but  I'd  rather  use  interest  points. 
Issues  become  issues  when  people  make  them  that  way  and  that's 
what  the  hearing  is  about.   But,  in  general,  route  tradeoffs  -- 
Let's  do  this  again,  the  proposed  rerouting  of  U.S.  Highway  #2, 
will  necessitate  changing  the  LaSalle  Highway,  FAS  206,  to  a 
federal-aid  primary,  FAP,  and  regulate  present  U.S.  Highway  #2, 
which  is  now  Federal  Aid  Primary  1,  from  the  Creston  turnoff  to 
Columbia  Heights,  to  a  federal-aid  secondary.   This  road  segment 
tradeoff  is  approximately  equal.   Now  the  next  item  of  interest, 
FAP  38,  State  Highway  40  from  Whitefish,  intersects  FAS  206  at 
Blue  Moon,  and  that  remains  a  federal-aid  primary  through 
Columbia  Heights.   But  FAP  1,  present  U.S.  Highway  #2  from 
Kalispell  through  Evergreen,  the  LaSalle  turnoff  to  Creston 
turnoff,  also  remains  a  federal-aid  primary,  something  that  was 
important  to  the  Commissioners.   There  is  therefore  no  change 
in  responsibility  of  state  and  county  for  these  two  west-east, 
or  east-west,  road  segments.   The  second  issue  in  the  general 
tradeoff,  changing  U.S.  Highway  #2  to  the  LaSalle  route,  neces- 
sitates changing  applicable  road  signs.   To  most  of  us  that 
sounds  interesting,  you'd  expect  that;  however,  this  is  a 
material  cost  for  both  the  state  and  the  county  and  obviously 
applicable  federal  and  state  maps  must  also  be  changed.   This 
is  not  a  major  --  other  than  a  point  of  interest,  but  it  does 
cost  money.   Some  people  have  recommended,  that  I  have  talked 
to  in  the  area,  that  we  all  go  out  at  night  and  change  the 
signs  to  reduce  problems,  but  that  isn't  as  easy  as  that,  as 
any  of  these  officials  will  tell  you.   Alright  on  this  same, 
around  the  route  thing,  road  grades  as  I  said  are  not  signifi- 
cant; therefore  not  described. 

Flooding  is  a  minor  problem  as  Fred  used  to  know  in  living  down 
in  that  area,  in  the  Evergreen  area  on  LaSalle  Road,  but  most 
flooding  occurs  on  the  present  U.S.  Highway  #2,  from  the  LaSalle 
turnoff  to  high  bridge.   There  is  less  flooding  on  the  proposed 
new  route. 

Total  road  maintenance  costs  will  increase  perhaps,  if  this 
were  raised  as  an  issue,  although  today's  discussion  would 
indicate  it  almost  comes  out  equal  in  the  view  of  both  the 
state  and  the  county.   But  there  are  more  four-lane  highways 
than  on  the  present  route,  however,  when  you  get  talking  about 
what  it  takes,  to  arguable  interpretations,  including  present 
road  conditions  and  predicted  traffic  on  both  routes.   Signifi- 
cantly, a  principal  positive  reason  for  rerouting  is  of  course 
that  both  mobility  and  access  is  improved  by  the  far  greater 
existing  four-lane  highways  existing  on  the  LaSalle  route.   An 
interesting  discussion  I  heard  today  of  what  it  takes  to  maintain 
these  roads,  one  a  two-lane  road  and  one  a  majority  of  four-lane 
road  —  It  isn't  that  easy  for  the  county,  or  hasn't  been  as 
anyone  in  this  area  knows,  for  road  maintenance  in  pushing  snow 
off  a  four-lane  highway  versus  pushing  it  off  a  two,  and  further, 
maintenance  of  the  two-lane  road  is  slightly  easier  than  the 
four,  except  that  you've  got  more  area  to  cover,  so  we  could 


circle  this  subject,  but  please  accept  our  own  interpretation 
that  this  is  roughly  equal  for  the  county,  and  the  state  and  if 
they  care  to  comment  otherwise,  this  was  our  finding.   The  key 
engineering  issue,  which  is  also  linked  heavily  to  economic 
issues  and  somewhat  less  to  political  issues,  is  the  necessary 
bridge  construction  that  future  highway  construction  will 
require  on  both  routes.   The  intended  tradeoffs  are  perhaps  the 
turning  point  for  formal  approval  by  constituted  authority. 
These  are  the  other  and  more  peripheral  issues.   In  other 
words,  if  you're  doing  a  straight-on  economics,  the  cost  of 
improving  the  high  bridge.   These  would  be  in  a  new  existing 
four-lane  bridge  outside  of  Columbia  Falls  and  is  a  matter  of 
considerable  economic  issue.   If  the  routes  are  not  changed, 
the  high  bridge  must  be  rebuilt  to  both  safety  and  rapid  trans- 
port, as  well  as  total  traffic  standards,  and  this  will  be 
expensive.   I'm  not  paid  to  estimate  this  and  you  can  estimate 
this  any  way  you  want.   We  think  between  5  and  10  million  is  a 
pretty  safe  guess  to  repair  that  bridge  to  these  standards,  and 
that's  Maxfield  Associates'  guess.   Repair  cost  if  redesignation 
occurs  is  about  one  million.   The  expense  for  the  proposed 
LaSalle  route  requires  substantial  highway  improvement,  obviously, 
but  no  major  structure  improvement  because  the  present  bridge 
at  Columbia  Falls  is  already  four-lane  and  newly  constructed. 
We  have  detailed  costs  but  I  would  not  put  my  firm's  reputation 
up  against  the  place  where  we  got  it,  which  was  the  state, 
because  as  I've  known  from  ship  building  the  more  you  refine 
these  costs,  you  get  closer  to  doing  them,  the  more  they're 
subject  to  change. 

Detailed  average  daily  traffic,  comparative  figures,  are  provided 
in  the  charts  that  we  have  here  for  each  road  segment  of  both 
routes.   The  key  engineering  issue,  based  on  this  traffic 
statistic  though,  is  that  the  proposed  LaSalle  route,  by  virtue 
of  existing  and  predicted  measures  of  traffic,  is  actually  now 
carrying  a  four-lane  traffic  load  and  I  think  that's  what  it's 
all  about.   The  traffic  is  there  now  on  that  route. 

The  next  point,  the  intersection  of  LaSalle  Highway  and  U.S. 
Highway  #2  at  Evergreen,  has  to  be  changed  to  what  they  call  a 
continuous  route,  easier  to  turn  in,  safer  you  can  maintain 
speed  if  redesignation  occurs.   This  of  course  is  a  relatively 
dangerous  intersection  now  in  our  view.   Now,  let's  take  another 
one  that  has  been  discussed  more  often  with  me  than  any  other 
in  the  area.   There  is  an  already  existing  pedistrian-traf fie 
safety  hazard  at  the  Evergreen  School  crossing  and  the  surrounding 
urban  areas.   In  our  view  there  is  a  need  now,  and  of  course 
must  be  considered  in  rerouting  U.S.  Highway  #2,  to  erect  a 
safer  crossing  at  this  point.   I  will  not  beg  whether  it  be 
split-level  or  whether  you  press  a  button  and  someone  leads  you 
across  the  road,  or  what  have  you,  but  it  is  of  concern  in  the 
Evergreen  area  to  mothers  of  school  children.   The  traffic 
congestion  in  this  area  may  be  aggrevated  by  the  major  mobile 
home  park  now  being  developed  on  the  west  Evergreen  Drive  west 
of  the  Whitefish  River.   Right  almost  at  that  point,  how  great 
that  is  or  how  much  that  development,  is  of  course  a  concern  to 
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the  County  Commissioners  and  to  anyone  and  to  the  safety  of  the 
people  and  access  to  the  road,  not  school  crossings  but  accesses 
there.   It  is  a  point  of  interest  to  me  that  the  Evergreen 
School  no  longer  enters  onto  the  main  highway  but  instead 
enters  on  the  side  which  was  a  wise  move  made  by  the  school, 
perhaps  with  pressure  from  citizens  of  the  county,  but  that's 
the  way  it  is. 

The  next  point  --  The  LaSalle  highway  from  the  Evergreen  inter- 
section to  a  point  one  mile  north  of  Evergreen  School  is  presently 
four-lane.   To  complete  a  four-lane  leg  from  this  point  to  the 
airport  would  require  construction  of  about  five  miles  of 
four-lane  road.   The  next  point  --  There  are  two  at-grade 
railroad  crossings,  one  north  of  Evergreen  and  one  entering 
Columbia  Falls.   These  are  on  the  Burlington  Northern  spur  line 
from  Kalispell  to  Columbia  Falls  and  have  a  very  low  rate  of 
traffic.   You  can  argue  but  it's  about  five  per  week.   However, 
proper  crossing,  warning  and  barriers  must  meet  federal  highway 
standards.   There  is  apparently  no  need  for  split-level  grade 
crossings,  in  our  view,  but  those  standards  must  be  checked  of 
course  and  made  comparable  to  the  highest  federal  highway 
standards  if  you  resignate.   Now  there  is  a  Burlington  Northern 
siding  across  LaSalle  highway  from  the  Glacier  International 
Airport.   The  new  four-lane  highway  resumes  at  the  airport  and 
is  continuous  to  the  Blue  Moon  intersection  with  FAP  38,  Highway 
40.   Little  highway  maintenance  is  needed  at  the  present  time 
on  this  segment  and  that's  besides,  as  I'm  sure  Commissioners 
would  agree,  when  the  snow  comes,  and  you  got  four  lanes  to  get 
out  of  there.   With  just  building  maintenance,  it's  a  good 
road.   Precedence  from  Federal  Highway  Planning,  U.S.  wide, 
indicates  making  the  LaSalle  route  an  FAP  instead  of  a  FAS,  and 
upgrades  the  multi-mode  traffic  connections  between  the  airport 
and  the  highway  and  the  railroad  connection  which  I  mentioned 
earlier.   The  area  east  of  the  highway  is  now  zoned  for  heavy 
industrial  use  and  the  west  side  proposed  rezoning  of  a  light 
industrial  use  is  in  the  planning  stages.   These  are  concerns 
to  the  Commissioners  in  this  area.   While  there  appears  to  be 
no  major  issue  revolving  from  this,  access  planning  by  the 
state  should  they  make  this  a  primary  aid  should  recognize  this 
as  well  as  other  commercial  traffic  increases  along  the  proposed 
new  route  in  future  highway  planning.   Next  point  -  The  90° 
intersection  of  LaSalle  Road  and  FAP  38  at  Blue  Moon  must  be 
upgraded  to  a  continuous  route  if  the  proposed  redesignation  is 
made.   Again  --  Access,  safety  speed,  in  entering,  etc.   Next 
point  --  At  the  red  dot  19,  Fred,  just  inside  Columbia  Falls,  a 
residential  area  is  generally  on  the  north  side  of  the  highway 
and  the  city  schools  are  on  the  south  side.   A  split-level 
crossing  or  other  safety  crossing,  and  again  we  don't  beg  that 
in  our  study,  but  just  to  increase  safety  for  kids  getting 
across  that  street  and  other  commercial  access  considerations, 
are  engineering  factors  in  planning.   This  is  not  an  issue  in 
redesignation  really  because  this  is  presently  already  a  safety 
concern  that  something  should  be  done  there,  whether  the  road 
is  redesignated  or  not. 
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Alright,  now  specific  engineering  issues  --  The  present  Highway  2 
route  is  almost  all  two-lane.   Maintenance  required  is  substantial 
and  during  tourist  season,  as  well  as  during  bad  weather,  traffic 
is  congested,  moves  slowly,  and  this  segment  is  virtually  no 
passing  opportunities  when  you're  in  any  kind  of  crowding 
situation  or  snow.   At  Creston  corner,  traffic,  including 
logging  trucks  from  the  adjacent  areas  and  from  the  east  side 
of  Flathead  Lake  and  Bigfork,  add  to  the  traffic  load  and 
increase  traffic  congestion.   This  is  a  dramatic  thing  say  to 
anybody  using  ADT,  the  route  along  there  isn't  that  many  ADTs , 
compared  say  at  the  LaSalle  crossing  in  Evergreen,  but  when  you 
get  in  the  tourist  season  and  you've  got  all  this  hitting 
there,  your  own  memory  tells  you  that  that  gets  very  congested. 
The  present  high  bridge  now  turning  to  blue  square  28,  Fred, 
over  on  the  blue  route,  across  the  Flathead  River,  is  in  need 
of  substantial  bridge  improvement  as  I've  mentioned.   It  has 
for  sometime  now.   However,  in  addition  to  that,  it's  been  the 
concern  of  both  state  and  U.S.  Forestry  Service  Transportation 
planners  for  both  normal  and  fire  emergency  traffic  use.   As 
noted,  repairs  and  related  access  improvements  will  be  needed 
in  its  present  condition  if  the  route  is  relocated,  from  six  to 
eight  times.   That  figure  is  probably  required  to  meet  the 
predicted  needs  if  it  remains  U.S.  Highway  2.   Economic  issues 
of  interest  to  everybody  here  I  am  sure  --  The  number  of  busi- 
nesses now  located  east  of  the  LaSalle-U.S.  Highway  #2  inter- 
section will  no  longer  be  on  U.S.  Highway  #2.   Obviously, 
you've  turned  off.   While  the  distance  from  the  LaSalle  Road 
turnoff  is  not  great,  as  a  minimum,  resigning,  particularly  for 
motels,  will  be  necessary  so  that  tourists  know  that  when  you 
turn  off  there  are  former  motels  right  along  that  same  route. 
Some  revenue  may  be  lost.   Obviously,  we  can't  predict  that  as 
great  as  we  are.   To  a  lesser  degree  perhaps,  but  still  important 
to  the  few  businesses  affected,  some  revenue  may  be  lost  to 
businesses  located  between  Creston  corner  and  Columbia  Heights 
and  we  don't  need  to  diminish  the  concerns  of  people  who  have 
set  up  businesses  along  there,  although  they're  very  few.   The 
third  economic  issue,  and  I  keep  using  the  word  issue  and  I'm 
sure  not  pleasing  the  officials  here,  because  a  word  for  that 
is  —  an  analysis  is  an  issue.   It's  really  a  matter  of  interest, 
but  it  shouldn't  escape  anybody  in  making  decisions  or  in 
discussing  it  in  our  humble  view.   The  residential  area  through 
Evergreen  on  the  proposed  U.S.  Highway  #2  route  will  be  subject 
to  increased  commercial  traffic.   This  will  ultimately  change 
land  use  to  a  more  commercial  use  than  agricultural.   Now 
beginning  at  the  intersection  of  FAP  38  and  LaSalle  Road, 
commercial  sites  continuously  increase  to  the  outskirts  and 
into  Columbia  Falls  and  on  the  present  two-lane  highway,  already 
present  access  problems.   Any  plan  to  widen  the  four-lane, 
address  this  issue  by  limiting  access  requiring  offstreet 
parking  to  reduce  traffic  congestion  on  a  major  arterial  route, 
isn't  very  sound  play.   Access  planning,  like  the  school  crossing 
overpass  considerations,  ultimately  means  additional  funding. 
Since  the  present  route  is  already  on  FAP  38,  no  major  barrier 
to  redesignation  of  the  LaSalle  route  is  apparent,  nor  is  it 
new  state  responsibility  for  road  maintenance.   In  other  words, 
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they  own  it  now,  and  you  can  redesignate  it  without  taking 
something  that  you  do  when  you  can,  the  economy  prevailing  and 
other  things  prevailing.   The  plans  to  make  the  entire  segment 
four-lane,  connecting  both  sides  of  the  now  existing,  or  the 
new  existing  four-lane  bridge  outside  Columbia  Falls,  must 
consider  these  engineering  economic  and  political  planning 
factors  when  that  step  comes  up  as  a  separate  issue. 

Political  issues  are  always  a  lot  of  fun  for  a  native  that's 
been  out  of  state  a  long  time,  as  I  have,  but  I'm  venturing 
this  because  our  firm  felt  it  was  fair  to  mention  that  these 
were  interests  to  the  community  and  whether  we're  correct  in 
their  intensity  is  really  determined  by  everything  that  goes  on 
by  our  guess  about  it.   But,  while  many  of  the  economic  and 
engineering  factors  have  political  overtones,  several  political 
factors  and  residual  related  engineering  econonmic  and  political 
interests  must  be  known  and  accepted  or  rejected  by  the  state 
and  county  decision  makers  who  ultimately  must  answer  to  the 
citizens . 

The  first  one  is  the  question  of  benefits  from  rerouting.   Who 
benefits?   Columbia  Falls  business  interests;  Whitefish  and 
Kalispell  business  interests;  right-of-way  commercial  interests 
along  the  proposed  route,  vis-a-vis  the  present  one?   Our 
analysis,  as  we  recognize,  that  all  of  the  above  listed  entities 
will  benefit  to  some  degree.   That's  not  bad.   That's  supposed 
to  be  good.   In  examining  these  issues,  no  hidden  motives  were 
noted  among  anybody  talked  to.   Earlier  hearings  have  seemingly 
been  straightforward  examinations  and  debate  on  the  issue  of 
who  will  benefit  and  what  the  road  will  benefit  to  the  nation 
and  state.   The  second  one  --  Is  the  proposed  rerouting,  re- 
designation  of  U.S.  Highway  #2  helpful  or  harmful  to  any  future 
truck  or  traffic  bypass  of  Kalispell?   It  isn't  so  much  at 
issue  tonight,  but  maybe  tomorrow  night.   This  is  of  course 
more  of  a  future  planning  issue  again,  but  one  that  is  of  some 
concern  to  city  and  county  government  and  of  course  to  the 
state.   Taken  in  two  parts,  making  the  question  of  which  alter- 
native is  preferable,  that  is  whether  a  future  bypass  goes  east 
or  west  of  Kalispell  city  center  and  connects  outside  of  Kalispell 
at  about  the  LaSalle  Road  turnoff,  or  in  Kalispell  at  the 
intersection  of  Highway  93.   It  appears  the  LaSalle  route  will 
facilitate  east-west  travel  now  and  will  facilitate  such  a 
bypass  in  the  future.   Planners  should  be  aware  of  this  future 
issue  and  engineers  should  also  note  bypass  entry  considerations 
to  Highway  2. 

Now  businesses  and  motels,  as  noted  in  the  economic  interests 
in  the  areas  along  the  present  U.S.  Highway  #2  beyond  the 
LaSalle  turnoff,  will  be  cut  off.   Motel  owners  especially  may 
feel  this  is  an  issue  of  some  concern.   I  found  out  that  one  of 
Fred's  relatives  owns  one  there. 

Channeling  through  state  traffic,  through  the  Evergreen  community, 
even  though  the  average  daily  traffic,  indicates  most  traffic 
goes  that  way  now.   Similar  issues  may  be  raised  by  residents 
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of  other  communities  and  if  I'd  done  the  road  log  only  it  would 
have  included  Helena  Flats,  Birch  Grove  and  LaSalle  along  the 
proposed  LaSalle  route.   Access  roads  may  become  an  issue  as 
pointed  out  in  the  airport  case  or  in  the  Evergreen  case, 
becoming  engineering  and  economic  issues,  as  in  Columbia  Falls. 
An  interesting  sidelight  that  we  found  in  our  survey,  I  can't 
say  very  many  people  had  this  idea,  but  a  residual  interest 
might  be  a  totally  new  route  of  Highway  #2,  that  is  a  route 
utilizing  U.S.  Highway  #3  from  Kalispell  to  the  outskirts  of 
Whitefish,  and  thence  directly  east  on  FAP  38  to  the  intersec- 
tion at  the  Blue  Moon  corner  through  the  Columbia  Heights .   Why 
go  LaSalle  at  all?   This  idea  is  not  in  consistence  with  --  I 
have  to  say,  with  common  U.S.  federal  highway  practice;  is  not 
leading  toward  a  direct  route  east,  instead  is  a  90  degree 
route,  visa-via  a  diagonal  route,  that  instead  leads  to  White- 
fish  which  doesn't  seem  to  be  solving  the  problem  of  getting  to 
Glacier  Park.   It  is  four  to  five  miles  longer  than  the  present 
U.S.  Highway  #2  or  the  LaSalle  route.   I'll  save  for  last,  but 
to  me  every  bit  as  serious  as  any  item  that  should  be  of  interest, 
is  that  of  the  effect  on  Bigfork  and  on  the  east  side  vs.  west 
side  of  Flathead  Lake  traffic  for  U.S.  east-west  travelers 
through  Montana . 

Will  the  proposed  route  materially  draw  away  present  traffic 
from  the  east  side  of  Flathead  Lake  and  thereby  funnel  most  all 
of  it  through  Kalispell,  directly  bypassing  Bigfork?  There  are 
those  who  agree  the  answer  is  demonstrably  yes  and  in  fact, 
except  for  heavy  vehicles  such  as  vans  and  trucks,  should  be. 
This  argument  is  butressed  by  the  preference  of  heavy  vehicles 
for  the  east  side  route  through  Bigfork  which  proceeds  directly 
to  Creston  corner  or  cuts  off  the  Somers  bypass  to  Kalispell. 
It  is  agreed  generally  that  will  always  be  so,  particularly  in 
the  winter.   No  one  wants  to  climb  the  hills  on  the  west  side 
if  they  can  go  under  less  hills  on  the  other.   Tourists  however 
are  unpredictable,  as  everyone  knows  who  lives  with  tourists, 
and  advocates  of  one  way  or  the  other  say  they  could  go  either 
way  around  the  lake.   Those  desiring  to  visit  Kalispell  and 
Whitefish,  or  turn  north  or  south,  will  do  so  in  any  case. 

If  you  use  this  logic,  facilitating  traffic  on  the  LaSalle 
route  is  obviously  a  good  idea  and  should  be  undertaken. 
Business  interests  in  Bigfork  or  those  of  the  east  lakeshore 
may  disagree.   Whatever  I'm  saying,  I've  covered  the  issues 
that  we  could  find,  or  interests.   We  found  no  desigrating 
interest  to  redesignation.   We  found  many  concerns.   We  found 
many  engineering  things  that  had  to  be  done.   We  found  all 
kinds  of  issues  outside  from  Hungry  Horse  to  Glacier  Park,  and 
we  didn't  get  into  that  luckily.   And  we  found  bypass  to  Kalispell, 
We  found  concerns  of  just  improving  the  roads  anyway,  and 
mostly  we  found  those  two  safety  concerns.   Restated,  generally 
we  believe  as  a  company  that  the  proposed  rerouting,  redes- 
ignation of  LaSalle  Highway  and  the  present  Blue  Moon  to  Columbia 
Heights  FAP  38,  Highway  40,  as  U.S.  Highway  2,  is  both  logical, 
based  on  the  flow  there  now  and  the  conditions  there  now  and 
the  advantages  it  gives  and  require.   Proposed  action  appears 
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to  Maxfield  Associates  to  be  warranted  by  existing  traffic 
conditions  and  is  in  the  best  present  and  future  economic  and 
engineering  interests  to  the  State  of  Montana.   And  with  that 
high  handed  a  thing,  let  me  say  this,  it's  been  a  pleasure  to 
go  over  the  issues  as  we've  seen  them,  go  into  the  road  routes, 
but  we're  ready  to  do  that  but  everyone  here  is  perhaps  from 
a  --  friend  Fred  is  more  qualified  than  I  would  ever  think 
anyone  was.   Thank  you  very  much. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay,  Bob,  thank  you.   I  don't  believe  that  the  Highway,  delved 
into  the  study  and  into  the  issues  as  Bob  mentioned.   Does 
anybody  else  have  anything  to  add?  That  about  covers  what  we 
were  involved  in,  doesn't  it?   Okay,  I  guess  the  other  thing 
we're  going  to  do  is  similar  to  my  public  hearings  on  other 
highway  projects.   I  believe  we're  committed  to  make  a  transcript 
of  this.   Is  that  right,  the  same  as  we  do  on  ours?  Okay.   To 
do  this,  I've  got  a  couple  of  microphones  out  there  and  I  ask 
that  anyone  who  has  a  statement,  a  comment,  a  question,  whatever, 
please  use  one  of  the  microphones  and  identify  yourself.   Bill 
here  will  try  to  keep  tabs  of  the  speakers  so  that  when  we  do 
make  the  transcript  its  easier  to  do  and  is  complete  and  as 
accurate  as  possible. 


J.  FRANKLIN: 


I  know  that  there  are  two  or  three  here  who  have  prepared 
statements.   One  was  handed  to  me.   I  will  mention  this  now  and 
also  again  later  that  not  only  the  statements  and  testimony 
that  we  get  here  now  that  will  be  in  the  transcript  will  be 
considered,  but  any  written  statements  either  presented  now  or 
sent  in  within  the  next  two  weeks  will  be  attached  to  the 
transcript  and  be  taken  under  advisement  by  the  Commissioners 
and  the  Highway  along  with  the  verbal  statements.   So  you  might 
want  to  keep  that  in  mind  either  for  yourself  or  someone  who 
isn't  here  that  you  know  that  wants  to  put  in  their  two  cents 
worth,  so  to  speak,  can  do  so  in  that  manner.   So,  with  that,  I 
think  that  our  format  is  set  and  we  are  here  looking  for  input. 
So  anybody  that,  that  may  have  a  prepared  statement,  would  like 
to  start  us  off.   The  gentleman  here  handed  me  a  statement. 

My  name  is  John  Franklin.  I'm  with  the  Flathead  County  Safety 
Council.   Your  Flathead  County  Safety  Council  believes  that  the 
present  route  over  U.S.  Highway  2  is  adequate  with  the  rebuilding 
and  replacement  of  the  Flathead  River  Bridge  across  the  river 
there.   The  safest  choice  is  for  the  designation. 

However,  with  the  present  safety  problems  of  LaSalle  and  Highway 
40,  proposed  redesignation  properly  addressed,  we  feel  that 
this  proposed  route  could  become  a  viable  alternative. 

The  safety  problems  on  LaSalle/Highway  40  we  feel  are  major  and 
the  proposal  would  be  a  serious  detriment  to  the  traveling 
public  without  the  correction  of  these  problems. 

The  safety  problems  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  the  inter- 
section of  LaSalle  Road  and  Highway  2,  the  intersection  of 
LaSalle  Road  and  the  Evergreen  school  crossing,  the  intersection 
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of  LaSalle  Road  and  Highway  40,  the  intersection  of  Highway  40 
and  2nd  Avenue  West  in  Columbia  Falls,  and  the  intersection  of 
Highway  2  and  Highway  40  in  Columbia  Falls. 

Your  council  recognizes  a  major  safety  problem  exists  at  the 
Evergreen  School  crossing  on  LaSalle  Road.  This  problem  can 
only  grow  until  a  tragic  loss  of  life  occurs. 

The  proposed  redesignation  of  Highway  2  should  be  seriously 
considered  only  after  the  listed  safety  problems  are  addressed 
and  the  construction  of  improvements  for  safety  for  the  traveling 
public  included  in  the  proposal.   Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay,  thank  you.   I  guess,  to  kind  of  address  that  statement, 
also  reminds  me  that  we'll  try  to  address  questions  and  in  some 
cases  we'll  be  able  to  —  In  some  cases  we'll  be  only  able  to 
take  your  question  and  your  statement  as  this  gentleman  just 
presented  as  a  testimony  of  your  position  and  your  attitude 
toward  the  proposal  and  we'll  go  with  it  from  there.   So  thank 
you  very  much  for  getting  us  started.   Someone  else  have  a 
comment/statement?   The  gentlman  back  here?   Yes,  Sir? 

R.  ALLUM:      I'm  Richard  Allum  of  the  North  Hilltop  Estates.   I  am  here  as 
unofficial  spokesman  for  43  families.   This  is  mainly  to  do 
with  school  children  walking  two  miles  down  Highway  40  to 
school.   It  is  a  very  dangerous,  narrow  road  for  children  to  be 
walking  on  and  we're  talking  about  putting  more  traffic  on  it 
yet,  but  still  there  are  children  walking  that  road.   We've 
been  refused  school  buses.   We're  talking  about  a  criminal 
element  coming  through  there.   Now  about  two  years  ago  at  the 
Comb  Ranger  Station  one  of  the  ranger  women  was  taken  out  of 
her  office,  raped  and  left  in  the  mountains.   We're  talking 
about  the  children  walking  on  that  road  with  the  criminal 
element,  and  we've  got  a  couple  alternatives  for  it. 

I  talked  to  Mr.  Wollan  this  morning  about  trying  to  get  a 
government  surplus  bus  for  --  exclusively  to  that  area  which 
would  take  care  of  the  children  walking  from  Hilltop  Estates 
and  Highway  40.   Another  alternative  is  they're  talking  about 
opening  up  an  access  road  from  Homestead  Drive  down  through  the 
dump  box  area  which  would  be  approximately  three  blocks  off  of 
Highway  40,  which  would  leave  an  access  to  them  children  who 
walk  to  school  without  being  on  that  highway.   And  I  think  we 
should  have  an  access  road  or  a  school  bus  before  we  put  any 
more  traffic  onto  Highway  40.   Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay.   Thank  you.   I  won't  attempt  to  identify  some  of  those 
subdivisions  you  refer  to.   I  hope  and  presume  that  everyone 
here  knows  where  they're  at.   I  myself  don't  --  so  if  I  misrefer  ■ 
make  reference  to  them  --  Excuse  me.   Okay,  someone  else  have  -- 
the  gentleman  right  here? 

W.  JORDT:  I'm  Wallace  Jordt,  Chairman  of  the  School  Board  in  Evergreen, 
and  we've  had  this  problem  for  many  years.  I've  been  on  the 
School  Board  I  think  for  12  or  13  years  and  we've  been  with  Tom 
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many  times  and  tried  to  get  things  done  and  some  things  have 
been  done.   We've  had  three  children  that  have  been  hit  by  cars 
at  this  crossing  that  we're  talking  about  putting  more  traffic 
on  and  as  the  gentleman  stated  there,  the  economy  --  the  econom- 
ical part  of  it.   He  didn't  say  anything  about  the  safety  being 
part  of  an  issue  of  —  the  economical  part  being  an  issue  with 
the  safety.   I  believe  this  is  going  to  be  a  cost.   Nobody  has 
said  what  they  were  going  to  do.   We  appoached  the  Commissioners 
about  this  and  we  received  no  acknowledgment  and  I  think  some- 
thing has  to  be  done  before  we  accept  this  rerouting  of  what  is 
going  to  be  done.   We  can  say  that  there's  a  safety  problem 
here  in  Columbia  Falls  or  in  Evergreen,  we've  known  that  for 
years,  but  before  we  redesignate  this  route,  I  think  we  should 
say  what  we're  going  to  do  and  if  it's  going  to  be  a  walkway 
overpass,  or  something  like  this,  you're  talking  about  another 
issue  which  is  an  economical  issue,  and  I  would  like  to  see 
something  done  in  Evergreen  because  it  is  a  serious  --  and 
there's  a  lot  of  people  here  from  Evergreen,  teachers  and 
administrators,  that  really,  we've  been  trying  to  deal  with 
this  problem  and  I'd  like  to  see  something  done  more  than  just 
recognize  that  it  is  a  safety  problem.   Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay.   Does  anybody  have  any  reference/any  comment  that  --? 

B.  RIPPLY:     I  think  it's  accurate  to  say  that  I  agree  with  you  because  you 
heard  me  discussing  it.   It  is  an  economic  issue  and  it  costs 
money  to  do  this.   There's  also  the  issue  of  what  is  the  best 
crossing  to  make  which  causes  some  debate  when  you're  talking 
in  those  kind  of  figures,  but  to  me  that  looks  --  both  that  and 
the  Columbia  Falls  School,  as  an  outside  observer,  look  like 
things  that  are  already  a  problem  now.   We  didn't  discuss  to 
the  increase  of  traffic  along  that  road.   I  believe  that's  up 
to  the  --  State  officials  here,  maybe  they  can  give  you  the 
figures  of  what  that  would  increase,  but  it's  a  problem  now 
whether  you  redesignate  the  road  or  you  don't  and  I  think  in 
our  view  the  increase  of  traffic  by  redesignation  will  not  be 
dramatic  enough  to  make  it  all  that  more  dangerous.   It's 
dangerous  now. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay.   Do  you  know  of  any  studies  going  on  now,  Tom,  or  do  you 
want  to  fill  them  in  on  what  you  have  talked  with  them  about  at 
this  point? 

M.  DAVIS:      Maybe  I  can  try  to  clear  up  some  things  on  the  traffic.   Right 
now  on  U.S.  2,  from  LaSalle  to  Creston  Corners,  there's  about 
6,600  vehicles  from  Creston  Corners  to  Columbia  Heights,  it's 
roughly  2,900  vehicles;  and  over  on  LaSalle  Road,  between 
U.S.  2  and  West  Reserve  Drive,  it's  roughly  8,700  vehicles; 
from  there  to  the  airport,  it's  4,700;  from  the  airport  to  the 
Blue  Moon  turnoff,  it's  about  4,100  vehicles.   Now  these  are 
average  daily  traffic.   The  average  percent  of  tourist  traffic 
for  the  year  is  roughly  12%  of  the  traffic  on  U.S.  2. 

And  what  this  would  mean  is  your  talking  roughly  300  to  500 
vehicles  being  taken  off  of  U.S.  2  and  placed  on  LaSalle  Road, 
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and  this  would  be  your  out-of-town/ out-of-state  tourists  that 
follow  a  signed  route.   So  I  don't  know  —  Anybody  can  contest 
the  figures  we  come  up  with,  but  this  is  from  our  counts,  and  I 
don't  know  what  else  I  can  add. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay.   I  guess  the  other  part  of  the  gentleman's  reference  was, 
is  there  anything,  or  what  is  being  done  as  far  as  maybe  on 
that  Evergreen  crossing,  the  traffic  crossing  as  far  as  the 
danger  is  now?   Is  that  one  of  the  main  issues  I  think  that  he 
alluded  to?  Tom,  do  you  want  to  maybe  comment  on  that? 

T.  BARNARD:     Well  right  at  the  present  we  have  no  plans  for  any  further 

changes  out  there  at  that  Evergreen  School  crossing.   One  thing 
that's  been  commented  on  here  two  or  three  times  is  see  a 
separation  structure,  an  overhead  crosswalk  or  something  of 
that  nature.   We  did  a  little  investigation  to  find  out  about 
what  it  would  cost  to  put  one  in  there  and  you're  looking  at 
about  three  quarters  of  a  million  dollars,  but  even  at  that  the 
Highway  Department  has  found  no  evidence  to  show  that's  the 
solution  to  our  school  crossing  problem.   The  problem  with  an 
overhead  crosswalk  is  that  you  can't  get  the  kids  to  use  them. 
The  only  time  they  will  use  overhead  crosswalks  is  if  you're  in 
a  situation  where  there's  just  total  wall-to-wall  traffic  and 
there's  no  other  solution  for  it,  or  if  you  physically  force 
them  by  fences  with  barbwire  on  the  top  of  it  so  they  have  to 
go  that  way.   So  we  don't  really  feel  that  an  overhead  crosswalk 
is  the  solution  to  that.   The  thing  that  we  have  found  that 
works  the  best,  whether  it's  in  conjunction  with  just  a  bouncing 
ball  flasher,  which  you  have  at  one  location  there,  or  a  signal, 
if  necessary,  is  an  adult  school  crossing  guard.   Now  to  add  a 
little  more  to  what  Mike  said  about  the  traffic  situation, 
right  now  on  the  lower  end  of  LaSalle  Road  you're  looking  at 
around  8,800  vehicles.   On  the  section  of  Highway  2  between 
Haynes  Corner  or  Creston  Corner,  as  it's  been  referred  to  this 
evening,  and  Columbia  Heights,  there's  around  2,900.   Now  this 
is  average  daily  traffic.   The  traffic  that  you're  looking  at 
putting  over  onto  LaSalle  Road  would  be  part  of  that  traffic 
that's  currently  on  the  section  between  Haynes  Corner  and 
Columbia  Heights,  so  you're  looking  at  part  of  that  2,900.   One 
thing  that  we  do  know  is  that  regardless  of  what  happens  to 
this  designation  of  the  routing  of  Highway  2,  whether  it's  left 
the  same  or  whether  it's  changed,  that  once  Highway  40  is 
constructed  to  four  lane  through  Columbia  Falls,  it'd  be  from 
the  hill  out  west  of  the  Blue  Moon  up  to  Columbia  Heights ,  that 
a  portion  of  that  2,900  vehicles  is  going  to  switch  anyway.   I 
guess  what  it  amounts  to  is  the  comparison  is  that  traffic  is 
just  like  water,  it  follows  the  path  of  least  resistance,  and 
there's  already  been  some  indication  just  from  the  improvements 
in  the  north  end  of  LaSalle  that  traffic  has  switched  from 
Highway  2  and  started  going  that  way.   So  we  know  that  regard- 
less of  what  happens  with  the  U.S.  2  designation,  that  a  portion 
of  that  traffic  is  going  to  go  over  to  LaSalle  Road.   That's 
the  local  traffic,  the  people  that  --  It's  an  easier  route  for 
them  so  they're  going  to  go  that  way  anyway.   We  feel  that  the 
increase  in  traffic  that  will  be  created  by  this  change  of 
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designation  is  basically  this  12%  of  the  2,900,  it's  around  350 
to  360  cars  a  day,  which  is  the  tourist  traffic.   Those  are  the 
people  that  follow  the  route  signs.   If  they're  going  across 
country  or  going  to  the  park,  they're  going  to  follow  Highway  2 
because  that's  a  continuous  route  for  them.   The  other  part  of 
this  traffic,  which  is  local,  is  going  to  go  up  LaSalle  or  up 
Highway  2  regardless  of  what  that  designation  is.   They  don't 
follow  route  signs. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay.   So  I  guess  the  bottom  line  there  at  this  point,  we're 
going  to  have  to  get  some  other  local  action  I  guess  as  far  as 
that  crossing.   We're  going  to  still  see  a  traffic  increase 
there  regardless  of  the  designation,  as  far  as  the  Highway  sees 
it  at  this  point  anyway.   Of  course  we'll  have  to  wait  and  see 
what  happens.   The  gentleman  in  back. 

R.  LINCOLN:    I'm  Rod  Lincoln  from  School  District  No.  6.   The  School  District 
has  not  taken  a  position  on  the  rerouting  issue.   We'd  just 
like  to  address  the  issues  as  a  whole.   It  has  been  called  to 
our  attention  that  hearings  will  be  conducted  and  it  is  our 
understanding  that  revisions  for  improving  the  present  Highway 
No.  40,  including  expansion  to  a  four-lane  configuration,  is  in 
plan.   In  the  interest  of  safe  and  smooth  flow  of  traffic,  we 
concur  with  the  four-lane  plan.   Such  an  adjustment  would 
assure  more  safe  access  and  egress  for  school  vehicles.   We 
also  favor  any  plans  which  provide  for  pedestrian  and  non-motor- 
ized vehicle  traffic.   And  in  summary,  on  behalf  of  the  students 
of  Columbia  Falls  School  District  6,  we'd  like  to  submit  this 
proposal  again  tonight. 


D.  BARTSCH: 


J.  BRITENHAM: 


Okay.   That's  a  statement  for  the  hearing,  our  hearing  here. 
Okay,  we'll  include  this  with  the  testimony  for  our  hearing 
effort.   Thank  you.   Someone  else  have  some  questions  or  state- 
ments?  The  gentleman  back  here? 

Okay.   I'm  Jim  Britenham  and  I'm  concerned  especially  with  this 
12%  that  they're  talking  about,  about  the  tourist  traffic, 
because  I  have  a  business  on  present  Highway  2  just  out  of 
Columbia  Heights,  between  Columbia  Heights  and  Haynes  Crossing 
that  we're  talking  about,  and  this  12%  represents  a  major 
portion  of  my  personal  income  and  so  if  this  12%  is  rerouted, 
it's  going  to  destroy  that  income  and  I  have  bought  a  business 
and  my  father-in-law  along  with  me  have  bought  a  business  with 
the  faith  that  Highway  2  was  going  to  be  there  and  to  support 
our  income  through  the  business,  and  the  rerouting  of  this 
definitely  is  going  to  take  that  away.   And  so  I'm  very  concerned 
and  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  the  survey  that  was  done  at  least 
was  concerned  with  this  anyway.   I  thought  he  did  a  thorough 
job  of  looking  at  every  viewpoint  although  nothing  was  men- 
tioned as  to  what  might  become  to  us  other  than  to  the  fact 
that  maybe  I  will  go  under  and  lose  my  business  because  of 
that.   And  --  so  I'm  greatly  concerned  with  that  12%  because 
that's  important.   Those  300  cars  represents  a  great  portion  of 
my  living  and  so  I  am  concerned.   Along  with  the  safety  factors, 
I  did  have  an  editorial  in  each  of  the  local  papers  and  I  have 
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D.  BARTSCH: 


J.  BRITENHAM: 


written  two  letters  to  the  Highway  Department  so  they  know 
where  I  stand  and  I  thought  I  should  mention  this .   I  have  many 
questions  going  through  my  mind,  pro  and  con  of  this  besides  my 
objection  to  the  change.   The  safety  factor  is  a  great  concern 
with  the  Evergreen  School  and  so  forth.   It  sounds  like  they 
are  just  being  ignored  to  me  and  nothing  is  going  to  be  done 
about  them  or  any  of  the  schools.   They  seem  to  be  getting  the 
runaround  and  have  for  years.   And  so  that  concerns  me  too 
because  I  am  a  school  teacher  also,  and  so  that  does  concern 
me.   But  the  loss  of  the  business,  I  don't  know  what  I'm  going 
to  do.   If  this  route  is  changed  I  have  thoughts  that  maybe  if 
they  would  designate  it  as  an  Alternate  2,  maybe  that  would 
help  instead  of  changing  it  to  a  county  highway  and  letting  the 
County  run  it.   If  that  would  help,  I  don't  know.   Is  the  State 
going  to  compensate,  or  does  the  State  compensate  when  they 
pull  a  highway  away  from  the  business  and  they  totally  lose 
their  income.   I  don't  know  what  the  answers  are  and  so  maybe 
somebody  can  answer  this  for  me.   That's  one  of  my  major  concerns 
anyway . 

I  guess  on  your  last  question,  I  can  shed  some  light  on  the 
situation  as  far  as  the  State  Highway  is  concerned  at  this 
point.   Compensation  can  only  be  spent  on  purchase  of  right-of- 
way  and  damages  of  remainders  of  right-of-way  and  the  State 
laws  have  not  required  the  Highway  to  retain  a  highway  route 
for  the  purpose  of  a  business  and  if  it  were  changed  there 
isn't  any  way  of  gaining  compensation  from  the  State  for  that 
change.   I  know  that  for  a  fact  at  this  point. 

Yes,  please.   Yeah,  if  you  have  an  additional  comment  or  whatever 
I  would  appeciate  it. 

It  just  concerned  me  greatly,  because  I  bought  this  business 
and  I'm  going  to  lose  it  most  likely  if  this  goes,  and  I  hate 
to  lose  a  business  because  my  State  government  or  Highway 
Department,  which  is  part  of  my  State  government,  has  taken  my 
business  away.   If  I  lose  my  business  because  of  natural  things 
like  too  much  rain  or  too  much  heat  or  a  gas  shortage,  natural 
things  like  that,  then,  you  know,  that's  part  of  being  in  a 
business.   I  hate  to  lose  it  just  simply  because  they're  going 
to  move  the  highway.   If  I  want  to  lose  a  business  I  want  to 
lose  it  because  I  am  a  poor  businessman,  not  because  the  State 
makes  me  a  poor  business-man. 


D.  BARTSCH:     Okay.   Thank  you.   Tom? 

T.  BARNARD:     I  maybe  didn't  get  the  point  across  like  I  intended  to  on  the 
Evergreen  School  situation.   What  I  really  intended  to  say  was, 
you  know,  if  there's  a  problem  there  now  we  need  to  be  looking 
at  it  regardless  of  what  happens  to  Highway  2.   I  don't  feel 
that  the  Highway  2  part  of  that  is  any  serious  aggrevation  to 
that  problem.   It's  already  there  and  we'll  be  glad  to  meet 
with  you  to  see  what  can  be  done.   I  did  make  the  comment  that 
the  overhead  crosswalks  have  not  proved  successful  from  the 
indications  we've  had.   We  feel  that  we  have  not  ignored  the 
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D.  BARTSCH: 


J.  FRANKLIN: 


school  out  there.   We've  been  out  there  with  a  couple  projects 
recently  trying  to  improve  the  situation  and  we  --  regardless 
of  what  happens  to  Highway  2  we  would  intend  to  continue  to 
work  with  the  school  to  try  to  resolve  that  problem. 

Okay,  Tom.   Thank  you.   Somebody  else  have  any  questions  or  any 
support  for  the  project?  Most  of  the  comments  have  been  opposing 
at  this  point.   Yes,  Sir. 

Regulated  trucking  has  not  been  addressed  that  I've  heard.   I 
don't  know  if  that's  a  major  traffic  problem  or  not,  but  regulated 
trucking  would  be  thrown  over  on  LaSalle  as  I  see,  and  that 
would  result  in  an  increased  traffic. 


D.  BARTSCH: 
J.  FRANKLIN: 


Regulated  trucking? 

Regulated  interstate  trucking.   Now  they  use  the  Highway  2, 
designated  2  route,  and  I  believe  that  they'd  probably  have  to 
use  LaSalle. 


D.  BARTSCH:    I  don't  know  that  they're  required  to  follow  that.   Mike,  do 
you  have  a  comment  about  that? 


J.  FRANKLIN: 
D.  BARTSCH: 


M.  DAVIS:      They're  not  required  to  follow  U.S.  2.   They  can  choose  a  route 
of  their  choosing.   However,  in  the  traffic  counts  that  we've 
taken,  and  they  are  quite  extensive  in  this  area,  right  now  on 
U.S.  2,  7%  of  the  traffic  is  your  truck,  this  is  your  double-axle 
unit  up  to  your  long-haul  or  diesel  units.   On  LaSalle  Road  at 
the  present  time,  10%  of  that  traffic  is  made  up  of  trucks. 

That  answers  my  question. 

Excuse  me  just  a  minute.   Okay.   Yeah,  I  guess  with  the  number 
of  cars,  I  didn't  get  into  that  study,  but  I  would  think  7%  of 
the  smaller  number  on  US-2  is  a  pretty  substantial  number  of 
trucks;  10%  of  the  others,  on  the  other  side,  probably  isn't 
too  many  more  trucks.   I  don't  know. 

Yeah.   They're  not  required.   I  know  they  could  continue  to  use 
that  route  if  that's  the  more  straight  through  route,  those 
truckers  will  find  the  straightest,  best  route  and  they  take  it 
whether  it's  a  secondary  or  primary  or  interstate,  ususally,  I 
think.   Mel,  did  you  have  a  comment? 

M.  WOLLAN:     I  think  we  should  ask  the  Highway  Patrol  if  we  could. 

Ask  one  of  the  Highway  Patrol  just  to  make  comment  to  what 
their  interest  was  in  this,  or  if  they  had  any. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay.   One  of  the  gentlemen  there,  please? 

SGT.  GIPE:     Well  I'm  Sgt.  Gipe  from  the  local  post  down  here.   First,  I'd 
like  to  say  we  don't  have  any  interest  other  than,  of  course, 
the  safety  of  both  routes.   I'd  address  the  truck  traffic  -- 
the  question  was  brought  up  there.   We  started  to  notice  here 
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sometime  ago  that  we  were  getting  a  lot  of  truck  traffic  down 
to  and  then  over  across  here  through  Columbia  Falls  and  then 
down  LaSalle.   Also,  during  spring  breakup  I  guess  probably  is 
when  it  got  started,  and  they  started  to  come  down  across  here, 
down  35.   I'm  talking  basically  of  the  chip  trucks. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Excuse  me  just  one  second.   If  you've  ever  tried  to  analyze  a 
transcript,  sitting  back  in  the  office,  and  he  says  he  went 
down  here  and  over  there,  it  sure  doesn't  help  very  much,  and 
I'd  like  to  just  insert  what  you  just  said  so  that  we  can 
identify  it  when  we  read  the  transcript,  pointing  out  the  fact 
that  the  traffic  is  going  over  through  Columbia  Falls,  down 
LaSalle  to  the  junction  with  LaSalle  and  US-2.   Then  they  go 
back  along  U.S.  2  across  the  high  bridge,  over  to  this  common 
junction  here,  Haynes  Corner,  and  then  continue  on  south? 

SGT.  GIPE:     They're  doing  that  now  and  they've  been  doing  that  for  sometime, 
a  portion  of  it.   I  didn't  know  what  the  count  was  and  what 
became  there  with  the  count  why  I  would  certainly  agree.   Now 
we  have  the  other  one  --  most  of  our  chip  trucks  are  coming  in 
from  the  north,  from  American  Timber.   They're  coming  down 
here.   Now  they're  coming  down  --  back  out  again. 

D.  BARTSCH:  Of  course,  that  is  a  little  straighter  route  for  them.  They 
can  go  to  Whitefish,  to  the  Blue  Moon,  then  down  LaSalle  and 
then  across  U.S.  2. 

SGT.  GIPE:     They're  coming  back  down  and  going  down.   Of  course,  they  like 

the  east  side  of  the  lake  because  of  the  less  hills  that  somebody 
mentioned  so  I  think  we  got  probably  the  truck  traffic  that 
we're  going  to  have  no  matter  what  happens.   From  now  on  they're 
going  to  run  that  because  it's  a  much  smoother  route  and  there 
are  a  lot  less  ruts  in  that  road. 

As  far  again,  from  our  standpoint.   I'm  in  the  corner  here  with 
Evergreen  School  because  I  don't  live  very  far  from  there  and  I 
see  that  everyday,  and  there  are  two  or  three  of  us  live  in 
that  area.   There's  a  very  big  problem  there.   For  a  time  I  was 
down  at  Missoula  and  the  Highway  Department  people  were  having 
a  lot  of  problem  with  Lolo  and  some  of  you  realize  what  problems 
they  had  there  and  they  still  have  some  problems  there.   I  look 
at  the  Evergreen  School  as  the  same  problem.   It's  going  to  be 
a  continuing  problem  no  matter  whether  it's  designated  as  U.S. 
2  or  not.   As  the  one  gentleman  said,  the  Highway  Department, 
or  whoever  is  in  control,  apparently  isn't  doing  anything  about 
it.   I  can  tell  him  and  the  rest  of  you  that  this  is  something 
that  Tom  Barnard  and  I,  and  the  Lieutenant  down  there,  talk 
about  regularly.   This  is  we  feel  one  of  the  largest  problems 
we  have  in  the  area.   I'd  be  glad  to  answer  any  questions  or 
anything  else  on  that  but  I  personally  feel  that  the  Evergreen 
School  is  our  biggest  problem  as  far  as  safety. 

D.  BARTSCH:     However,  it  sounds  like  maybe  coming  up  with  a  real  viable 
solution  is  still  also  the  problem  there. 
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SGT.  GIPE: 
D.  BARTSCH: 
R.  CALDBECK: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


SGT.  GIPE: 


D.  BARTSCH: 
SGT.  GIPE: 
D.  BARTSCH: 
TOM  BARNARD: 

SGT.  GIPE: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


That's  correct. 

Okay,  thank  you.   The  gentleman  right  here? 

My  name's  Ron  Caldbeck  and  what  I  was  wondering  --  The  Highway 
Department  there,  the  Highway  Patrol,  how  much  more  are  you 
guys  going  to  be  able  to  patrol  that  area  in  Evergreen  by 
having  the  designation  taken  off  of  Highway  2  and  put  onto  the 
LaSalle  --  How  much  more  force  are  you  going  to  be  able  to  put 
in  there?   I  go  through  there  all  the  time  and  it  seems  like  a 
lot  of  people  are  going  through  there  a  lot  faster  than  they 
have  to  even  though  there  are  signs  there  and  I  don't  think 
it's  patrolled  all  that  much  'cause  there  hasn't  been  that  many 
people  pulled  over. 

Okay,  yeah.   I  guess  the  basic  question  is  would  there  be  a 
change  in  your  priorities  if  the  routes  were  changed? 

At  the  present  time  I  have  eight  men  in  Flathead  County  that 
works  here  24  hours  a  day  on  shifts.   If  you  break  that  down  to 
five  days  a  week  and  with  sick  leave  and  days  off  and  things , 
you'll  find  most  of  the  time  that  I  have  one  and  two  men  working 
in  the  entire  county.   It  wouldn't  make  any  difference  what  you 
designated  LaSalle  or  anything  else,  with  the  present  manpower 
and  the  shortage  of  funds  that  the  State  has  us  under,  there 
would  be  no  difference  in  this.   We're  doing  the  best  we  can  at 
the  present  time  with  our  manpower. 

And  that  wouldn't  change  if  the  -- 

Well  there's  no  way  it  can  change  until  we  get  more  manpower. 

Okay. 


We  might  mention  situation  with  the  signs  out  there 
limit  signs. 


The  speed 


Well  we  just  recently  checked  those  signs  and  we  didn't  feel 
that  they  were  quite  big  enough  and  they  were  replaced.   I 
guess  they've  all  been  replaced  now  haven't  they  --  Enlarged? 
But  this  was  one  thing  that  they  weren't  quite  big  enough  we 
didn't  feel  and  in  checking  why  the  Highway  Department  agreed 
and  they  either  have  been  enlarged  or  will  be.   This  is  one 
thing  that  we  feel  has  to  be  done  out  there  --  is  more  notice 
so  people  that's  coming  through  the  area.   Our  problem  is  the 
people  coming  through  don't  seem  to  see  the  signs  so  we're 
going  to  have  to  do  a  better  job  in  signing  and  we've  already 
started  on  that. 

Okay  and  I  guess  the  gentleman  basically  asked  that  maybe  you 
concentrate  a  little  more  on  there  once  in  awhile,  it  sounded 
like.   Okay,  those  are  definite  concerns  and  maybe  these  state- 
ments coming  from  this  hearing  might  help.   Anybody  else  have 
any  significant  comments?   Sure,  go  ahead. 
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R.  CALDBECK: 


I've  been  here  all  my  life,  this  is  Ron  Caldbeck  again,  and  I 
was  wondering,  is  that  the  designated  school  zone  area  through 
there  even  though  the  school  is  right  next  to  the  highway  --  is 
that  designated  school  zone  area  so  that  the  new  traffic  that's 
coming  through  there,  as  the  tourists  and  such,  would  know  that 
that  is  a  school  zone  and  to  slow  down,  because  normally  you  do 
have  to  slow  down  to  15  in  a  school  zone  area  and  with  the  kids 
crossing  back  and  forth  like  that,  they  should  be  slowed  down 
to  that. 


D.  BARTSCH:     Okay.   Tom,  or  one  of  the  Highway  Patrolmen,  do  you  know  what 
the  school  zone  situation  there  is,  or  signing  there? 

T.  BARNARD:    Yes,  it  is  marked  as  a  school  zone.   There  is  a  school  zone 
sign  on  both  ends  of  it.   Here  again,  maybe  that  is  something 
else  we  should  look  at.   As  far  as  that  individual  problem  is 
concerned,  maybe  those  also  aren't  big  enough  because  it's  on  a 
four-lane  section  roadway,  but  they  are  in  place. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay.   I  guess  myself  as,  not  a  Highway  personnel  but  just  as  a 
driver,  I  wouldn't  have  thought  of  that  one  way  or  the  other 
just  because  I  saw  the  school  zone  sign.   If  it  didn't  say  15 
mph,  I  might  just  --  driving  down  the  road  I  would  not  consider 
or  think  of  having  to  slow  down  to  15.   So  would  that  have  to 
be  signed  or  would  that  have  to  change  --  change  that  designa- 
tion someway? 

SGT.  GIPE:     I  might  just  mention  the  sign.   The  state  law  requires  that  we 
can't  get  below  25  on  a  secondary  primary  road.   Cities  are 
down  to  15 .   I'm  sure  the  state  law  says  we  can't  get  below  25. 


D.  BARTSCH: 
UNIDENTIFIED: 
SGT.  GIPE: 

D.  BARTSCH: 


Is  this  correct? 

Federal  Aid  Road,  yeah. 

And  that's  urban,  right?   So  it  can't  be  below  25  and  it's 
posted  at  25  at  the  present  time. 

Okay.   So  that  at  least  answers  that  part,  that  traffic  is  not 
expected  to  go  to  15  and  also  at  this  point  with  the  law  the 
way  it  stands  right  now,  we  would  not  be  able  to  change  that 
and  designate  a  15  mph  school  zone  section,  or  portion,  through 
there.   So  that  at  this  point  is  not  a  viable  solution  although 
it  may  be  something  you'd  like  to  see  of  course  but  at  this 
point  it  can't  be  done. 

Okay.   Let's  see.   I'll  let  the  lady  go  first.   Yes,  Ma'am? 


C.  ALLISON:     Colleen  Allison,  private  citizen  at  the  time,  mayor  elect  in 
January  at  Columbia  Falls.   A  public  hearing  should  have  a 
positive  side,  and  personally  at  this  point  I'm  in  favor  of 
Highway  2  being  changed  to  this  designation  and  hopefully  then 
we  can  proceed  to  handle  our  safety  matters  that  have  alreay 
been  there  for  ten  or  more  years  that  I'm  aware  of. 
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D.  BARTSCH:    Okay.   Fine.   Thank  you.   The  gentleman  here  please? 

J.  TARRIAN:    My  name  is  Jack  Tarrian.   I  represent  the  Retail  Trade  Committee 
of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  as  a  private  citizen.   I'm  going 
to  address  my  questions  first  from  the  standpoint  of  the  Highway 
from  the  standpoint  of  safety.   On  Hilltop  Road,  north  and 
south,  the  access  to  this,  as  I  have  an  employee  who  lives  on 
north  Hilltop  Road  and  since  that  intersection  is  right  at  the 
crest  of  the  hill,  what  type  of  --  I'm  concerned  on  the  access 
and  the  visibility.   And  there's  also  another  subdivision  there 
that's  just  in  the  middle  of  the  hill  and  the  access  is  going 
to  be  quite  a  problem  and  I'm  quite  concerned  about  this  and 
there's  been  some  bad  accidents  there.   I  think  there's  a  cross 
of  three  people  that  have  been  killed  at  that  intersection. 

And  then  the  other  thing  is,  as  a  private  citizen,  I  am  in 
favor  of  the  Highway  2  coming  through  40  and  down  LaSalle.   And 
also,  as  a  member  of  the  Retail  Trade  Committee,  when  you  put 
this  in,  please  don't  lose  our  brackets  for  our  Christmas 
decorations.   I've  caught  a  lot  of  hell  over  this.   Also  when 
you  put  the  four-lane  in,  please  make  room  so  that  we  have 
electrical  outlets  for  our  Christmas  decorations. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay.   I  guess,  Tom,  maybe  I'll  ask  you  to  address  that  Hilltop 
crossing  and  maybe  identify  it  a  little  more  specifically. 

T.  BARNARD:    Yeah.   In  regard  to  Hilltop  Road,  we're  well  aware  that  it  is  a 
problem  there.   It's  a  serious  safety  problem.   In  conjunction 
with  the  planning  for  the  reconstruction  of  Highway  40,  we 
looked  into  that.   At  that  time,  myself,  Mel  Wollan,  Joan 
Diest,  and  then  Frank  Getty,  put  quite  a  little  bit  of  time 
into  trying  to  find  the  solution  to  Hilltop  Road.   We  had 
several  proposals  from  changing  the  point  that  it  tied  into 
Highway  40  to  closing  the  end  of  it  off  and,  for  instance, 
north  of  the  highway  running  another  parallel  route  thorugh 
there.   And  we  ran  into  so  much  opposition,  we  thought  we  were 
going  to  get  run  out  of  the  country  so  we  dropped  it.   We 
couldn't  find  a  viable  solution  that  was  acceptable  to  the 
public  for  Hilltop  Road  and  abandoned  it.   We're  still  open  to 
suggestions  and  those  who  think  --  regardless  of  what  happens 
to  Highway  2,  we're  still  open  to  suggestion  there. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay.   The  gentleman  here  in  front,  Mayor? 

C.  HUDSON:     Well  it  will  take  me  an  hour  and  a  half  to  tell  what  I've  got 
to  say.   My  name  is  Cecil  Hudson.   I  am  the  present  mayor.   I 
have  a  business  in  town.   And  I'd  like  to  thank  all  these 
gentlemen  for  coming  here  and  having  this  hearing  here  in  our 
City  Hall.   I'm  very  proud  of  these  people  that  are  recommending 
Highway  2  come  through  our  City.   We  need  a  shot  in  the  arm  and 
I  think  that  would  do  a  great  thing  for  us.   I'm  sorry  to 
say  --  to  hear  that  people  are  going  to  lose  a  business  or  have 
a  possibility  of  losing  some  business.   We've  lost  a  lot  alreay 
in  our  town  and  I  think  that  whatever  we  do  towards  making  this 
Highway  2,  would  be  a  great  asset  to  this  community. 
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Truck  traffic  has  gained  since  LaSalle  has  been  built.   We 
know,  we're  in  the  fuel  business,  and  it  is  coming  by  us  and 
we're  getting  some  of  it.   We  have  a  number  of  chip  trucks  that 
are  fueling  at  Far  West  Gas  and  Oil,  I  had  to  get  that  in 
there.   Now  my  old  saying  is  and  all  you  people  can  believe 
this  or  not  --  You've  tried  the  rest,  now  get  the  best,  at  Far 
West  Gas  &  Oil. 

D.  BARTSCH:  He's  not  even  your  competitor,  I  don't  think.  Okay,  I  guess 
Tom  brought  up  a  challenge  you  might  say  as  far  as  trying  to 
solve  the  Hilltop  safety  problem.  We  can't  probably  deal  with 
it  here  any  further  but  some  of  you  might  be  thinking  about 
that  and  maybe  get  down  there  and  see  him  sometime  and  see  what 
you  might  be  able  to  propose  or  come  up  with.  The  gentleman 
here,  please? 


T.  ANDERSON: 


My  name  is  Tom  Anderson  and  I'm  from  Columbia  Falls.   I  just 
want  to  address  the  hearing  regarding  the  statements  on  safety 
on  the  proposed  rerouting  of  No.  2.   I  believe  that  I  might 
preface  this  by  telling  you  that  I  am  a  newcomer  to  this  area  -- 
but  all  the  oldtimers  tell  me,  Cecil  included  and  that's  about 
as  old  as  you  can  get,  that  they've  been  trying  to  get  Highway 
40  improved  for  30  years.   Highway  40  is  a  mess  through  this 
area  right  here.   I  think  the  safety  problem  that  is  presented 
right  now  is  far  greater  than  what  a  rerouting  would  do.   I 
think  from  a  practical  standpoint  if  it  was  rerouted  to  2  that 
perhaps  the  Highway  Commission  would  be  able  to  push  this 
project  much  faster  than  Highway  40  has  ever  been  pushed.   We 
have  to  look  at  this  from  a  common  sense  standpoint.   If  we  can 
get  things  taken  care  of  so  that  our  kids  that  are  now  crossing 
40  can  have  something  that  a  driver  can  see  them  on,  we  have 
created  that  much  more  safety.   If  we  have  this  designated  as  a 
major  route,  maybe  we  will  receive  some  help  on  this  Evergreen 
School  crossing.   Right  now,  we  feel  that  what  we  say  falls  on 
deaf  ears.   I  believe  that  the  statistics  were  put  out  that  we 
receive  far  greater  traffic  on  40/LaSalle  then  what  Highway  2 
shows.   I  believe  that  was  the  comment,  or  the  gentleman  jested 
the  comment.   I  don't  feel  that  the  rerouting  is  going  to 
create  that  much  more  in  the  immediate  f  utue .   That  perhaps 
down  the  road  if  that  does  create  that  problem,  that  people  and 
citizens  of  this  county  will  be  then  requesting  for  reroutes 
around  the  major  areas  which  should  all  becoming  in  sometime  in 
the  future.   Right  now  let's  look  at  it  from  a  practical  stand- 
point --  Get  the  improvements  made  now  so  that  the  safety  is 
now  —  not  ten  years  down  the  road.   And  I'm  afraid  that's 
what's  going  to  happen. 


D.  BARTSCH:     Okay.   Thank  you.   I  guess  at  this  point,  I  will  fill  you  in  a 
little  bit,  we'll  complete  the  transcript;  have  it  submitted  to 
both  state  offices,  federal  offices  and  of  course  all  of  the 
county  and  city  offices  for  review. 
Sir? 


Do  you  have  another  comment, 


C.  HUDSON:     Yeah.   I  just  want  to  back  up  Mel  Wollan  a  little  bit.   And  he 
was  in  trouble,  and  I  think  Mel  Ruder  was  along  with  us.   I  saw 
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Mel  come  in  earlier.   And  we  did  make  him,  well  he'd  of  had  to 
walk  back  if  he  hadn't  of  went  along  with  us  on  this  changing 
Highway  2  through  Columbia  Falls  and  I  think  he  realized  that 
and  I  think  he's  had  that  in  his  mind  ever  since  that  day  we 
made  that  trip.   And  we  were  shooting  for  more  than  Highway  2 
coming  through  here  and  we're  still  shooting  for  more,  and 
that's  Highway  40.   We  want  it  done.   And  we've  been  at  it  for, 
I  don't  know,  I've  been  here  34  years.   When  I  came  here  they 
were  surveying  Highway  40  and  I  saw  a  man  out  there  today  with 
a  stick  and  I  think  he  was  still  surveying  Highway  40.   And  -- 
You've  got  another  one  --  Okay,  but  anyway,  we'd  like  to  get  it 
done  and  we  think  you're  in  the  proper  form  here  to  get  it  done 
and  Columbia  Falls  needs  it  because  we  have  lots  of  traffic  and 
as  you  heard  the  count  here,  I'm  sure  he's  counted  the  traffic 
of  the  aluminum  company  and  all  the  mills  and  it  is  very  dan- 
gerous for  our  children.   My  kids  are  out  of  school,  but  I 
still  think  about  it.   I  hope  and  pray  that  someday  we'll  have 
this  all  done. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay.   Thank  you.   I  guess  you're  referring  to  several  jobs 

we've  got  in  the  mill  around  here.   Okay.   Anyone  else  have  any 
particular  —  Yes,  the  gentleman  here  again  please? 

J.  TARRIAN:    I'm  going  to  have  to  take  one  of  my  forgetful  pills  I  guess.   I 
forgot  to  mention  that  I  am  living  by  a  new  major  intersection 
in  Columbia  Falls.   Twelfth  Avenue  is  the  gateway  across  the 
Burlington  Northern  tracks  to  the  golf  course.   It's  also  the 
intersection,  or  the  street,  by  which  the  new  school,  grade 
school,  is.   I  can't  even  think  of  the  name  of  it,  about  four 
blocks  south  of  Highway  40,  and  this  has  become  what  I  would 
call  a  major  intersection  from  the  standpoint  of  traffic.   It's 
becoming  more  so  all  the  time.   So  from  the  standpoint  of 
safety  and  everything,  I  want  this  to  be  considered  in  your 
future  plans  and,  since  I  am  living  in  that  neighborhood,  I 
will  gladly  work  with  the  Highway  Department  on  this.   This  is 
not  as  a  means  of  stopping  the  highway  or  anything  else,  it's 
just  a  mean  to  helpful  consideration. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay.   I  guess  comments  on  crossing  of  12th  onto  our  new  project 
will  probably  be  taken  under  consideration  when  they  get  under 
construction,  when  the  traffic  study  starts. 

J.  TARRIAN:     I  haven't  been  able  to  get  on  that  road  at  times.   I've  counted 
high  as  35  cars  to  cover  it  before  I  could  pull  out. 

D.  BARTSCH:     That's  presently  on  the  two-lane  going  across  --? 

J.  TARRIAN:     That's  correct. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay.   I'm  sure  that  that  will  be  relieved  once  we  get  that  40 
four-lane  construction  going.   Anybody  else  at  the  moment? 


H.  OLDENBURG: 


Yes,  Henry  Oldenburg,  Commissioner.   The  question  of  safety  I 
support  and  I  did  meet  with  the  Evergreen  School  Board.   I 
support  the  presentations  of  Rod  Lincoln  from  Columbia  Falls 
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very  strongly.   I  think  they're  very  wise  and  meaningful  to 
handling  problems  in  Columbia  Falls  and  likewise  similar  appli- 
cations in  Evergreen.   There  is  another  safety  factor  that's 
not  been  addressed  here  tonight  and  that  is  the  safety  of  the 
present  Highway  2  from  Columbia  Heights  to  Haynes  Corner.   I 
spent  sometime  talking  with  Charlie  Phillips  this  afternoon  and 
I  don't  know  if  Charlie's  letter  to  the  Commissioners  regarding 
acceptance  of  that  stretch  of  road  has  been  read  into  the 
record,  but  I  certainly  will  do  so  tomorrow  evening  if  it 
hasn't  been,  or  hasn't  been  brought  forward.   The  point  that 
I'm  making  is  that  that  stretch  of  highway  is  in  a  deteriorated 
condition  and  there  has  been  half-soling.   There  is  --  Major 
reconstruction  is  needed  on  that  road  and  this  of  course  is  a 
safety  feature  which  Sgt.  Gipe  has  indicated  and  truckers  are 
pretty  careful  people  and  they  have  made  that  change  in  their 
own  routings . 

I  think  there  is  another  factor  here  and  I  address  it  to  you 
not  in  any  negative  sense  to  the  change  of  designation,  but  I 
think  it  behooves  all  the  taxpayers  in  Flathead  County  to 
realize  that  it's  going  to  be  a  pretty  serious  expense  for  the 
County  if  we  take  over  that  stretch  of  highway  from  Haynes 
Corner  to  Columbia  Heights.   The  State  has  it  now  and  I  think 
it  might  be  a  good  idea  if  they  keep  that  and  they  accept  the 
rerouting  too.   In  fact  I'm  going  to  work  very  hard  for  that. 
I  would  also  raise  the  additional  point  with  respect  to  the 
business  community,  not  only  in  Columbia  Heights,  but  all  the 
way  down  through  Bigfork  and  east  lakeshore.   There  are  many 
concerned  citizens  along  that  route,  especially  south  of  Flathead 
County  of  course  where  the  road  narrows.   But  if  you're  going 
to  say  that's  the  direction  as  Mr.  Ripply  has  said  for  channeling 
truck  traffic,  you're  going  to  be  totally  destructive  of  an 
important  recreational,  resort  area  in  Flatehad  County  and  a 
very  strong  growing  commercial  area  and  I  think  that  we  have  to 
look  to  this  question  and  a  proposed  answer  from  people  in 
Bigfork,  from  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  others,  which  I 
support,  is  that  this  entire  route  be  designated  on  state  maps 
and  others  as  a  Montana  scenic  route,  which  would  draw  traffic 
to  that  route  way  and  help  to  compensate  for  the  concerns  of 
businessmen  all  along  it. 

Another  point  that  I'd  like  to  make  here,  and  maybe  it's  not 
apropos,  but  I  think  it  should  be  for  the  record,  I  had  no  idea 
whatsoever  that  Flathead  County  had  hired  Mr.  Ripply  and  his 
associate  to  do  this  study  he  presented  to  us  and  it  was  my 
understanding  that  the  concerned  businessmen  of  Columbia  Falls 
were  backing  that  project.   I'm  totally  and  completely  astounded 
to  find  out  that  Flathead  County  is  paying  for  it,  but  I  think 
that  if  we  address  these  questions  of  cost,  we  will  also  have 
to  address  the  questions  of  cost  in  safety  and  I  would  like  to 
see  some  of  those  cost  figures,  what  it's  going  to  mean  before 
this  is  all  done.   Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay.   I  guess  all  of  your  comments  we'll  just  take  as  testimony 
into  the  record  regarding  the  reroute.   I  guess  the  way  I 
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M.  WOLLAN: 


H.  OLDENBURG: 


understood  it,  the  hiring  of  the  consultant  is  not  being  paid 
for  by  the  County,  by  the  County  Commissioners.   Is  that  correct, 
Mel? 

Yes,  they  are.   I  guess  I  have  to  apologize  for  Henry  being  out 
of  the  office.   I  don't  know  how  you  handle  that.   I  --  When 
you  come  at  10:00  in  the  morning  and  some  of  that  business  is 
over  with,  I  .  .  . 

I  was  in  a  doctor's  office,  Mel,  and  if  you'd  like  to  see  the 
medical  report,  I  can  deliver  it  to  you.  And  I  paid  for  that 
trip  by  myself  too,  it  wasn't  by  the  County. 


D.  BARTSCH: 


We'll  let  them  solve  that  on  their  own. 
here  please? 


Okay,  the  gentleman 


J.  BRITTENHAM:  Just  one  more  comment  I  do  wish  to  thank  our  Commissioner  here 
for  his  viewpoints,  at  least  it  supports  some  of  mine  --  the 
lease  and  hopes  and  so  forth,  but  I  don't,  how  do  I  say  this,  I 
don't  see  where  the  Commissioners  have  to  get  into  their  personal 
conflicts  in  a  meeting  like  this. 

J.  BARTSCH:    Okay.   I  guess  the  comment  about,  suggestion  about,  looking 

into  a  scenic  route,  I  guess,  is  something  that  can  be  taken  up 
as  a  separate  issue  or  a  separate  project  somewhere  along  the 
line.   Okay,  I  was  trying  to  lead  into  a  summary  or  --  Oh,  the 
gentleman  back  here  has  another  bit  of  input  before  I  do. 

R.  ELLIOT:     I'd  like  to  get  a  little  more  information.   My  name  is  Roger 
Elliot.   I'm  the  Senator  from  the  State  Senate  District  8.   I'd 
like  to  know  what  the  difference  would  be  if  we  just  made  this 
an  alternate  route  --  Highway  2  alternate,  leaving  the  present 
section  of  Highway  2  under  the  primary  system  and  picking  this 
up  as  a  part  of  the  primary  system? 

D.  BARTSCH:     I  guess,  Don,  do  you  want  to  address  the  problems  there? 

D.  OPITZ:      I  don't  think  the  Federal  Highway  would  support  three  primary 
routes  running  parallel  north  within  about  8-10  miles  of  each 
other.   It'd  be  93  and  then  LaSalle  and  then  U.S.  2.   The 
Highway  Department  wouldn't  support  it  either,  I  don't  think. 

R.  ELLIOT:  Okay.  But  those  are  east/west  routes,  they're  not  north.  It 
happens  to  be  going  north  in  that  location,  but  it  is  an  east/ 
west  route,  is  it  not? 

D.  OPITZ:      Yes,  they  are. 

R.  ELLIOT:     Can  someone  give  me  the  approximate  cost  of  a  pedestrian  overpass? 

T.  BARNARD:    The  last  estimate  we  had  was  $750,000.   That  has  to  be  qualified 
because  if  we're  looking  at  that  we're  talking  about  special 
fences,  a  cage-like  crossing,  crossing  four-lane  too,  including 
ramps  and  everything  else . 
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R.  ELLIOTT: 
T.  BARNARD: 


R.  ELLIOTT: 


T.  BARNARD: 


R.  ELLIOT: 


T.  BARNARD: 


Okay.   Can  you  tell  me  the  present  condition  of  the  high  bridge? 

Well  I  can  give  you  a  general  outline  of  what  the  condition  is 
of  it.   Of  course,  we're  all  aware  that  it's  narrow.   Structurally, 
there  are  some  problems  with  the  deck.   They're  not  major  at 
this  time,  it's  a  piece  of  rotting  concrete  in  the  deck,  and 
the  east  abutment  is  pushing  against  the  bridge  so  there's  some 
corrective  action  needs  on  that  —  needed  on  that.   Otherwise, 
like  I  say,  it's  narrow,  and  there's  no  major  problem  with  it. 

Okay.   The  final  question  I  have  is,  is  there  any  change  in 
sharing  of  federal  funding  between  secondary  and  primary  roads? 


Well  for  all  practical  purposes,  it's  the  same  thing, 
it's  right  down  to  a  very  small  percentage. 


You  know 


Okay.   And  is  there  any  part  of  either  of  these  proposed  pro- 
ject --  that  might  be  under  present  planning,  other  than  Highway 
40  which  we  know  about?   Is  there  any  future  plan  or  anything 
on  the  deck  right  now  to  suggest  increasing  the  LaSalle  to  four 
lane  in  the  future? 

Right  now  there  are  no  plans  in  the  mill  to  build  a  four  lane 
on  the  rest  of  LaSalle.   However,  I'd  have  to  qualify  that.   At 
the  time  the  County  designated  LaSalle  Road  as  one  of  their 
priorities  for  secondary  funding,  they  talked  about  LaSalle 
Road  from  the  Blue  Moon  all  the  way  down  to  where  the  end  of 
the  existing  four  lane  is  there,  just  south  of  Rose  crossing. 
At  that  time  though,  due  to  a  funding  problem  and  the  need  for 
secondary  money  on  other  routes,  they  felt  that  since  that 
piece  in  the  middle  was  a  fairly  good  two  lane,  that  for  now 
they  would  just  do  the  older  section,  from  the  airport  on  up. 
So  it's  been  talked  about  but  there's  no  priority  there.   Okay, 
as  far  as  other  projects  that  are  in  the  mill,  we  have  done  a 
survey  at  the  Flathead  River  Bridge  location,  east  on  Highway 
2,  east  of  Kalispell.   It's  --  so  far  it's  been  a  survey  and 
some  cost  estimates  as  to  what  it  would  take  to  build  a  four-lane 
bridge  or  upgrade  the  existing  one  and  add  two  more  lanes  on  a 
new  bridge,  or  just  upgrade  the  existing  one,  that's  the  extent 
of  it  so  far. 


R.  ELLIOT:     And  nothing  is  planned  on  Highway  2  between  Haynes  crossing  and 
Columbia  Heights  as  far  as  major  reconstruction? 

T.  BARNARD:    No,  there's  none  whatsoever. 

R.  ELLIOT:     Okay.   Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:  Okay,  I  guess  --  These  were  some  very  pertinent  questions  that 
should  be  considered  I  think  in  possibly  making  a  decision  on 
this.  Okay,  I  guess  I'll  maybe  continue  with  my  summary  that 
after  the  transcript  goes  out,  why  I  believe  it  will  primarily 
be  proposed  to  the  County  Commissioners  to  go  ahead  and  make 
the  decision  of  pursuing  the  proposal  or  not.  At  that  time,  if 
they  do  pursue  it,  they  will  be  asked  to  submit  a  letter  to  the 
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Highway  Department,  or  to  the  Highway  Commission  first,  which 
is  distinct  from  the  Commission.   The  Highway  Department, 
Engineering  Section,  which  Don  and  Mike  primarily  represent, 
will  review  it  and  will  prepare  their  recommendation  for  the 
Highway  Commission  to  approve.   It  will  have  the  details  of  the 
length  of  it,  and  the  changes  of  the  routes,  signing  and  the 
immediate  necessities  that  would  have  to  be  accomplished.   The 
Commission,  if  they  approve  it,  would  then  pass  it  on  to  the 
Federal  Highway  office  in  Helena  and  unless  there  were  any 
major  problems,  they  probably  would  approve  it  at  that  level 
and  return  it  to  the  Highway  and  then  from  there,  the  sign 
changing  immediately  and  then  the  studies  of  the  additional 
things  that  you  folks  have  brought  up  and  that  we,  of  course, 
all  are  aware  of  would  probably  continue.   Some  of  them  would 
accelerate,  as  the  need  showed  up.   So  that  would  be  kind  of 
the  picture  from  here  on.   We  will  get  a  decision  from  the 
Highway  Department  as  to  the  action  and  at  that  time,  I  will 
send  out  an  informational  notice  stating  that  the  design  or  the 
designation  has  been  approved,  or  has  been  recommended,  or  has 
not,  and  that  brings  up  I  guess  one  of  the  other  things  that  I 
wanted  and  I  don't  think  I  have  the  books  out.   Bill,  did  you 
put  the  books  out  on  the  back?   Okay,  there  are  a  couple  of 
sign-up  books  back  here  in  the  brown  covered  booklets.   First 
of  all,  I'd  like  to  have  any  of  the  people  who  spoke  --  If  you 
would  print  your  name,  address,  to  make  sure  we  get  your  spelling 
correct  in  the  transcript  and  that  we  will  send  you  a  copy  of 
the  transcript  automatically.   So  you  do  not  have  to  put  your 
name  on  both  --  On  the  speakers'  sheet,  that  will  suffice.   If 
you  did  not  speak  but  you  would  like  to  have  a  copy  of  the 
transcript,  if  you  put  your  name  on  the  other  one,  here  again, 
print  your  name  and  address  clearly  so  I  can  make  sure  I  mail 
it  to  the  right  place,  on  the  other  booklet  and  we'll  see  you 
get  a  copy  of  the  transcript  and  also  you  will  be  on  the  mailing 
list  then  to  receive  the  notice  mailed  directly  as  well  as  ones 
published  in  the  paper  and  the  notices  of  general  distribution. 
So  those  are  a  couple  of  things,  mechanical  things,  that  take 
place  after  this  so  that  will  help  me  out  there.   Anybody  else 
have  any  last  comments  or  questions? 

P.  CAMPBELL:   Yeah,  I'd  like  to  make  a  brief  statement  if  I  might.   My  name 
is  Pat  Campbell.   I'm  the  President  of  the  Columbia  Falls 
Chamber  of  Commerce  and  I'm  sorry  I'm  so  late  but  I've  been  at 
another  meeting  just  down  the  block  and  I  would  just  like  to 
state  that  the  major  feeling  of  Columbia  Falls  Chamber  of 
Commerce  is  that  we  are  in  favor,  of  course,  as  you  know,  of 
having  Highway  40  redone  and  the  majority  of  the  businesses  are 
in  favor  of  having  it  redesignated  as  Highway  2,  and  I  would 
just  like  to  go  on  the  record  for  the  Chamber. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay,  thank  you  very  much.   Yeah,  that  will  be  fine.   Remind 
anybody  that  has  any  written  statements  that  they'd  like  to 
either  submit  now  or  think  of  items  that  they'd  like  to  comment 
on  and  include  later,  please  send  them  to  us,  why  we'll  be  glad 
to  include  them.   Thank  you  all  for  your  patience  and  your 
input.   Good  night. 
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TRANSCRIPT 

December   10,    1981 

Kalispell 

D.  BARTSCH:    I  kind  of  expected  a  few  more  people  here,  I  guess,  then  this.  We'll 
have  late  entries.   Okay,  let's  get  started.   For  those  who  don't  know 
me,  I'm  Dan  Bartsch  with  the  Highway  Department  and  I  manage  the  Public 
Hearings  Unit.   This  evening,  as  we  advertised,  we're  here  to  conduct  the 
public  involvement  portion  of  the  study  which  is  under  consideration  to 
change  the  designation  of  Highway  2.   It  came  about  basically  by  and 
through  the  County  Commissioners  and  in  discussion  with  the  Highway 
Department  because  it  would  involve  changing  primary  route  numbers  and 
mileage  and  so  forth  and  they  kind  of  are  initiating  the  action,  and  they 
asked  us  to  help,  at  least  as  far  as  conducting  this  part  of  the  study  is 
concerned. 

We  don't  have  very  much  in  the  line  of  any  construction  features  or  plans 
except  the  boards  that  you  see  in  the  back  here.   There  really  isn't  a 
funding  picture  or  a  letting  date.   We're  probably  in  an  early  stage  of 
the  study  portion  of  the  project.   I  will  conduct  this  like  my  other 
public  hearings.   We  do  have  some  of  the  people  here  --  Tom  Barnard,  you 
probably  know,  is  the  Supervisor  of  the  Division  Construction  here  in 
Kalispell  for  the  Highway.   I'll  have  him  give  a  little  bit  of  the  his- 
tory of  what's  happened  so  far  as  far  as  the  Highway  end  of  it  is 
concerned  in  dealing  with  the  County.  And  then  the  County  Commissioners, 
some  of  them  are  here,  and  between  they  and  a  consulting  firm  that  did  a 
fairly  extensive  study,  they  will  go  over  what  some  of  the  pros  and  cons 
are  and  some  of  the  things  as  they  see  as  being  adventageous  and  problems 
and  then  we  will  then  open  it  up  for  the  questions  and  comments  as  we  do 
on  other  hearings.   So  if  a  question  comes  to  your  mind  and  it  doesn't 
get  answered  during  the  presentation,  keep  it  in  mind  and  we'll  open  it 
up  for  discussion.   I  think  that's  about  all  I  need  to  do  right  now. 
Tom,  if  you'll  start  us  off  a  little  bit  on  the  background  up  to  this 
point. 

T.  BARNARD:    I'll  just  start  out  by  going  over  one  of  these  maps  real  briefly  so  we're 
sure  everybody  understands  what  we're  talking  about.   Here  is  Kalispell, 
the  lower  left  corner  of  this  picture,  and  this  is  the  existing  Highway  2 
route  out  east  of  Kalispell.   Here  is  what  we  refer  to  as  Haynes  Corner, 
it's  where  Montana  35  comes  into  Highway  2.   Up  here  is  Columbia  Heights. 
Of  course,  as  I  mentioned,  this  is  the  existing  Highway  2  route.   Shown 
here  is  LaSalle  Road  from  --  where  it  intersects  Highway  2  out  by  K  Mart 
up  to  this  point  which  is  the  Blue  Moon.   This  across  here  is  Montana  40 
from  south  of  Whitefish  across  the  Columbia  Heights.   Okay,  the  proposal 
that  we're  talking  about  here  tonight  is  to  change  the  designation  of 
Highway  2  from  the  current  situation  following  this  route,  over  to  La- 
Salle Road  and  then  across  Highway  40.   This  would  be  changed  to  the 
Highway  2  designation,  this  section  from  Haynes  Corner  up  to  Columbia 
Heights  would  become  a  secondary  highway  and  Montana  35  would  be  extended 
into  LaSalle  Road. 

Okay,  to  give  you  a  little  history  about  how  this  came  about,  for  many 
years  this  has  been  talked  about  by  some  government  people  and  by  the 
public.   They  felt  there  was  considerable  merit  to  doing  that,  but 
nothing  had  ever  officially  happened  until  last  spring  and  due  to  re- 
quests that  the  Highway  Department  had  received  and  also  the  County 
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Commissioners  from  various  members  of  the  public  who  felt  this  should  be 
done,  we  started  to  look  into  it.   One  of  the  first  things  that  we  did 
was  to  develop  some  alternates  about  how  you  would  change  this  around, 
whether  this  would  stay  primary  or  secondary  and  so  forth,  but  the  final 
result  was  this  would  be  changed  to  the  primary  Highway  2  system.   This 
would  be  secondary  and,  as  I  mentioned  before,  this  would  be  Highway  35. 
The  reason  for  that,  picking  that  alternative,  was  that  the  changes  that 
would  affect  the  maintenance  responsibilities  of  both  the  Highway  Depart- 
ment and  Flathead  County  were  really  pretty  insignificant. 

The  mileage,  K  Mart  up  to  the  Blue  Moon  that  is  now  a  secondary  which 
would  become  additional  primary,  is  just,  for  all  practical  purposes,  the 
same  length  as  this  section  from  Haynes  Corner  up  to  Columbia  Heights. 
So  that's  the  alternative  that  was  chosen.   The  next  thing  that  happened, 
since  part  of  this  LaSalle  Road  is  within  the  urban  limits  of  the  City  of 
Kalispell,  the  Kalispell  Technical  Advisory  Committee  is  required  to 
recommend  action  in  regard  to  urban  routes  so  this  went  before  the  TAC 
Committee  and  they  recommended  approval  of  this  providing  that  several 
things  were  considered  --  the  intersections,  the  schools  and  things  of 
that  nature.   From  there  we  now  have  gone  before  the  public,  that's  the 
next  step  in  considering  this  route  change. 

Last  night  we  held  a  hearing  similar  to  this  in  Columbia  Falls.   Just 
briefly,  I  would  say  that  generally  the  people  were  in  favor  of  it; 
however,  there  were  some  things  that  people  were  concerned  about.   Ever- 
green School  was  one  of  those,  the  school  crossings  in  Columbia  Falls, 
the  intersections  that  are  involved,  the  loss  of  business  out  in  the  area 
of  Highway  2  was  another  one.   There  was  also  some  talk  about  what 
happens  here  with  the  existing  bridge  across  Highway  2  East.   Anything 
else  here  come  up  last  night?   Okay.   So  that's  where  we  are  to  date. 
One  thing  that  maybe  we  should  add  is  where  the  Highway  Department  stands 
on  this  matter.   As  of  right  now,  we  do  feel  that  it  has  considerable 
merit  due  to  the  savings  we  think  we  can  realize  in  the  reconstruction 
costs  of  these  roads,  but  we  are  not  saying  right  now  we're  either  dir- 
ectly in  favor  of  it  or  against  it.   We're  waiting  until  we've  gathered 
all  the  information  that  we  can  and  we've  listened  to  see  what  the  public 
has  to  say  about  it.   So  with  that,  I'll  turn  it  back  to  Dan  I  guess. 

Okay.   Tom,  thank  you.   As  I  said,  the  County  is  probably  taking  the 
biggest  lead  in  this,  and  conducted,  and  asked  for  and  looked  into  some 
extensive  studies  on  it  and  with  this  I'll  have  Mel  introduce  the  County 
Commissioners  that  are  here  and  the  consultant  that  is  helping  them  on 
the  study. 

Thank  you  Dan,  and  good  evening  ladies  and  gentlemen.   I'd  have  to  give 
you  first  a  little  history  on  how  this  thing  happened  so  it's  easier  to 
understand.   Some  years  back,  like  1975,  a  group  of  people,  including  the 
mayor,  Cecil  Hudson,  drove  to  Helena.   And  the  purpose  of  the  trip  at 
that  time  was  to  get  Nucleus  Avenue  going  up  in  the  middle  of  Columbia 
Falls.   On  the  way  to  Helena  somebody  made  the  statement,  what  was  the 
matter  with  making  Highway  40  down  LaSalle  #2  Highway.   So  a  lot  of 
thought  and  discussion  was  held  on  the  rest  of  the  way  to  Helena  and  it 
seemed  like  there  were  some  good  ideas  thrown  out.   And  after  we  got 
there  the  decision  was  made  that  somebody  had  to  get  up  and  make  the 
request.   After  we  finished  with  Nucleus  Avenue,  they  asked  for  any  new 
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business  and  so  I  got  up  and  said,  well  has  any  thought  been  given  to 
changing  #2  Highway  at  Columbia  Heights  and  then  bringing  it  down  through 
Columbia  Falls  and  down  the  LaSalle  Road  --  That's  where  it  seems  like 
the  traffic  is  wanting  to  go  and  it  seems  like  a  new  road  has  to  be  built 
there  and  there's  going  to  be  two  bridges.   I  think  they  were  already 
being  programmed  at  that  time.   And  they  accepted  our  thoughts  and  they 
said  it  was  well  taken  and  they'd  give  it  some  thought  and  get  back  to  us 
later.   Since  that  time  why  I  think  the  City  of  Columbia  Falls  has  been 
discussing  it,  and  the  engineers  have  been  discussing  it  to  see  what  the 
feasibility  is,  and  the  Commissioners  have  thought  about  it  and  here  we 
are  tonight.   What  we're  doing  is  talking  it  over  before  you  people  to 
see  how  you  respond.   And  the  County  Commissioner  have  hired  Maxfield 
Associates  Limited  to  do  a  study.   The  Commissioners  didn't  feel  like 
they  could  get  up  and  state  all  these  facts.   It  wasn't  proper  for  us  -- 
We  had  to  have  it  from  experts.   And  get  the  facts  straight  and  we  wanted 
them  to  tell  the  truth,  what  they  saw  in  the  ground  and  lay  it  out  before 
you  people  here  tonight. 

About  a  week  ago  I  had  a  strange  call  come  to  the  house  and  some  rough 
man  answered  the  phone  and  he  wanted  to  know  if  he  could  talk  to  Mel 
Wollan.   He  said  his  name  was  Bob  Ripply  when  my  wife  answered  the  phone 
and  she  come  running  out  to  the  shop  and  she  said,  do  you  know  Bob 
Ripply,  and  I  said  no.   I  said,  it  isn't  that  one  I  went  to  school  with, 
we  went  to  school  with.   She  said  oh,  that  little  bitty  skinny  beanpole 
that  had  #14  shoes.   I  said  yeah  that  must  be  him.   And  you'd  never  know 
it  was  the  same  man,  he  swelled  out  a  little  bit.   But  anyhow  we  figured 
that  we  had  to  have  an  expert  put  this  demonstration  on  tonight  and  we 
felt  that  they  were  very  capable  people  and  had  the  knowledge  and  know 
how  to  do  it  and  so  first,  before  I  introduce  him,  I'd  like  to  apologize 
to  you  Henry  of  not  getting  this  message  to  you  that  we  had  hired  him. 
There  were  only  two  of  us  in  the  office  that  day  and,  due  to  your  medical 
problems,  you  are  being  fairly  excused  and  I'll  take  the  blame  for  not 
getting  the  message  to  you.   And  tonight  I'd  like  to  introduce  Bob  Ripply 
who  represents  Maxfield  Associates  Limited.   And  will  you  go  ahead  and 
give  a  presentation,  Bob. 

B.  RIPPLY:     Thank  you  very  much,  Mel.   I  just  moved  back  to  this  area.   I  went  to 
school  here,  all  through  school,  and  I  graduated  from  Flathead  County 
High  School.   There  was  a  war  on  and  I  joined  the  Navy  and  35  years  later 
got  out.   But  I  must  say  that  I  joined  a  consulting  firm  in  Washington, 
and  I've  been  working  on  problems  of  policy,  public  policy  and  this  and 
that,  and  after  sufficient  number  of  years  in  Washington,  one  gets  tired 
of  the  ant  hill  and  wants  to  to  go  back  where  they  are  from.   I've  been 
back  and  forth  from  this  area  through  the  time.   I've  driven  this  road 
man  to  boy  and  I  suggested  that  we  in  our  firm,  who  is  a  policy  deter- 
mining firm  of  government  policy  versus  somebody  trying  to  do  something, 
might  establish  ourselves  in  Montana. 

It's  a  great  pleasure  for  me  tonight  to  work  on  an  objective  study  that 
we  the  corporation  own  and  whether  it  pleases  everybody  or  not  is  a  fact 
finding  expedition  on  our  part.  Mel,  I  know,  and  the  Commissioners  have 
studied  this.  We've  had  complete  cooperation  of  the  State.  The  figures 
that  we  use  in  the  presentation  are  those  of  the  State  and  they've  been 
cleared  with  the  State  officials  that  you  see  here.   The  conclusions  are 
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my  own  and  they  belong  to  the  firm.   We  hope  that  they  are  factual  and 
that  they  are  objective,  but  we  won't  apologize  for  them. 

One  of  the  experts  that  we  have  brought  in  to  help  us  has  been  a  long 
time  friend  of  mine  over  the  years,  although  he's  much  older,  has  been  in 
the  Forest  Service  for  about  the  same  amount  of  time  I've  been  in  the 
Navy  and  that's  Fred  Burnell  who  is  hired  by  our  company,  who  was  a 
regional  planner  for  the  Forest  Service  for  all  these  years  and  knows  all 
the  intricacies  of  the  highway.   He  knows  the  arguments  in  the  highways. 
He  knows  the  safety  features  of  the  highways. 

The  proposal  to  reroute  U.S.  Highway  #2  over  the  LaSalle  route  between 
Kalispell  and  Columbia  Falls  has  been  advanced  by  several  businesses  and 
news  media  and  is  now  actively  supported  by  County  Commissioners  in 
Flathead  County  in  order  to  study  the  problem  and  to  listen  to  the  pub- 
lic.  This  routing  is  not  a  new  idea,  but  was  actively  advanced  in  the 
early  1930s  by  a  strong  delegation.   As  a  matter  of  fact,  a  number  of  the 
proponents  were  at  that  time  led  to  believe,  among  them  Fred  Stad  in  the 
Evergreen  area,  that  the  LaSalle  route  was  the  final  selection  and  that 
from  Sandpipe  Hill  at  Kalispell  the  route  would  parallel  the  railroad  on 
the  west  side  to  Rose  Crossing  and  continue  to  the  Red  Bridge  at  Columbia 
Falls.   For  whatever  historical  reason,  this  idea  was  abandoned  and  the 
more  expensive  route  over  the  high  Flathead  River  crossing  prevailed.   In 
succeeding  years  a  connecting  route  was  built  between  Whitefish  and 
Columbia  Falls  and  the  LaSalle  Road  was  improved  to  a  two  lane  oiled 
highway  by  1947.   In  the  meantime,  about  1940,  the  Flathead  County  Air- 
port was  built  adjacent  to  the  LaSalle  Road.   Subsequent  to  World  War  II 
heavy  road  use,  generated  by  the  residential  and  business  developments  in 
Evergreen,  coupled  with  airport  traffic,  eventually  made  the  LaSalle 
route  the  heaviest  used  road  in  Flathead  County.   As  a  consequence, 
portions  of  the  route  were  built  to  four  lane  standards.   I  believe  you 
have  to  understand  the  highway  system  and  what  it's  supposed  to  do  even 
before  taking  any  segment  of  it.   So  before  discussing  the  ramifications 
of  this  proposed  change  on  the  road  system,  one  must  first  understand  the 
components  of  the  National  Federal  Aid  Highway  System  and  how  they  func- 
tion in  an  integrated  transportation  network. 

Transportation  network  is  designed  to  serve  both  mobility  and  access 
needs.   Mobility  is  the  factor  that  allows  traffic  to  move  to  widely 
separated  general  destinations,  such  as  short  destinations,  like  from 
Kalispell  to  Glasgow,  or  interstate  destinations,  such  as  Minneapolis  to 
Seattle.   Access  is  the  ability  to  move  about  to  specific  points  in  the 
vicinity  of  a  general  destination,  such  as  a  specific  store,  farm  or 
residence.   To  address  the  mobility  and  access  needs  of  traffic,  the 
federal  aid  system  is  broken  in  Interstate  highways,  federal-aid  primary 
highways,  called  FAPs ,  federal-aid  secondary  highways,  called  FASs.   The 
Interstate  system  is  a  national  net  and  breaks  up  the  U.S.  into  large 
interconnected  areas  or  destinations,  such  as  a  connection  between 
northern  Wisconsin  and  western  Montana.   Federal  aid  primary  highways  are 
defined  as  roads  of  primary  interest  to  the  state  and  in  the  integrated 
network  they  serve  to  connect  the  Interstate  system  to  destinations 
inside  the  interstate  network.   The  total  federal  aid  primary  mileage  in 
any  state  is  limited  by  federal  statute  to  7%  of  the  total  post  mileage 
in  the  state.   As  a  consequence,  federal  aid  primaries  are  sometimes 
referred  to  as  7%  highways.   Federal  aid  secondaries  are  roads  of  sec- 
ondary importance  to  the  states  and  they  serve  to  connect  the  federal  aid 
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primary  system  to  specific  destinations.   Parenthetically,  all  modes  of 
travel,  air,  water,  etc.,  are  classified  the  same  way  and  it  is  federal 
policy  to  terminate  primary  facilities  of  one  mode  of  travel  on  primary 
facilities  of,  another.   For  instance,  and  this  was  involved  in  this 
issue,  federal-aid  primary  highway  connecting  to  a  primary  sea,  or  in 
this  case  air  terminal.   As  traffic  moves  over  an  integrated  system,  it 
exhibits  definite  ratios  of  mobility  and  access  traffic  flows.   Traffic 
on  the  interstate  system  is  predominently  mobility  traffic  and  the  access 
portion  seldom  exceeds  five  to  six  percent  of  the  total  traffic.  Drop- 
ping down  to  the  primary  system,  mobility  is  still  measured  but  the 
access  portion  increases.   On  the  secondary  system,  access  traffic  be- 
comes significant,  up  to  30%.   And  finally,  on  the  local  system,  access 
oriented  traffic  is  the  major  user.   Since  mobility  use  is  for  long 
trips,  the  primary  and  Interstate  system  in  any  state  carries  80  to  90% 
of  the  total  traffic  miles  traveled.   Coursing  down  through  the  inte- 
grated system,  as  the  percentage  of  access  traffic  increases,  the 
responsibility  to  local  government  to  administer,  maintain  and  operate 
roads  increases.   FAPs  are  the  responsibility  of  the  state.   Federal  aid 
secondaries  and  local  roads  are  the  responsibility  of  the  local  govern- 
ment, in  this  case  the  county  and  city  government. 

I  won't  go  over  the  route  that  has  been  described  for  you  already,  but  I 
will  give  you  a  summary  of  comparison  of  the  two  routes  and  Fred  will 
point  them  out.   Going  in  the  left  side  on  the  red  dots,  we  have  about, 
and  you  will  hear  me  in  the  issues  on  this,  about  26  dots  if  you  can 
stand  still  for  that  and  about  3  on  the  existing  route.   But  the  LaSalle 
highway  route  is  15.577  miles;  the  present  U.S.  2  route  is  15.537  miles. 
Among  road  builders,  that  4/100  of  a  mile  makes  this  a  very  even  trade. 
Interestingly  enough,  that  small  first  portion  coming  from  the  LaSalle 
turnoff  is  a  FAU,  federal-aid  urban,  1.8  miles.   It's  interesting  that 
all  the  connecting  roads  in  that  area  are  desigated  federal-aid  urban, 
which  means  that  the  federal  government  knows  that  this  is  a  busy  urban 
area  and  has  taken  more  interest  in  the  local,  although  secondary  roads. 
Coupled  to  that  1.8  miles  is  a  federal  aid  secondary  now  of  9.2  miles  and 
the  federal-aid  primary  which  is  up  on  its  top  side  there  from  the  Blue 
Moon  into  Columbia  Falls  of  k\   miles.   Now  the  present  one,  U.S.  2,  is  a 
federal  aid  primary  because  it  is  the  primary  route  and  it's  15.537 
miles.   What  does  this  mean  to  you?   The  LaSalle  route  has  8\   miles  of 
two  lane,  8  miles  approximately  of  four  lane,  for  that  total  of  15-   The 
present  route  has  15%  miles  of  two  lane  and  only  7/100  of  a  mile  of  four 
lane  road,  for  about  the  same  total  of  miles. 

Curvature,  as  you  study  these  for  a  difference  in  the  problems,  is  about 
the  same.   The  LaSalle  route  more  on  a  diagonal  375,  present  route  366,  a 
difference  of  9.   Incidently,  some  of  these  are  obvious  figures  but 
they're  part  of  any  statistical  study  of  this.   Grades  require  problems 
for  both  the  State  and  the  County.   Neither  routes  have  grades  that 
create  problems.   U.S.  Route  2  has  the  most  grades,  but  this  issue  was 
not  even  worth  looking  at,  locating  the  grades  for  discussion.  Flooding 
is  not  an  issue  in  this  area.   If  it  were,  there  is  more  flooding  on  the 
present  route  from  the  Evergreen  turnoff  to  the  high  bridge  than  the 
other,  but  this  is  a  negligible  factor.  Railroad  crossings  -  The  LaSalle 
route  has  two  open  at-grade  crossings  of  the  Kalispell  branch  of  the 
Burlington  Northern  Railroad,  one  is  near  Rose  crossing  and  one  is  in  the 
entrance  area  of  Columbia  Falls. 
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Now  there's  an  intersection  where  the  route  is  tributary  to  the  inter- 
secting highway.   The  LaSalle  route  has  three  intersections,  one  at 
Evergreen  with  U.S.  #2,  one  at  the  Blue  Moon  with  FAP  38,  this  is  con- 
fusing to  many,  it's  really  Highway  40  as  we  call  it  here,  the  White- 
fish/Columbia  Falls  highway.   But  U.S.  2  is  not  tributary  to  any  highway. 
All  intersecting  highways  enter  as  tributaries  and  the  intersections  are 
constructed  as  such.   Now,  obviously,  U.S.  2  is  properly  signed  and  it 
meets  standards,  so  is  the  LaSalle  route  as  a  secondary  route.   These 
signs  would  have  to  be  changed.   They're  all  in  accordance  with  the  law 
now  but,  if  it  were  redesignated,  this  is  not  major  but  substantial  cost 
of  signing  goes  into  the  action. 

The  most  interesting  thing,  and  I  kind  of  abbreviated  it  or  waundered 
around  it  last  night,  is  what  we  call  the  existing  traffic  flows  on  the 
LaSalle  route  which  is  heavier  than  that  on  U.S.  #2  now.   I'd  like  to 
illustrate  this  with  a  diagram  a  little  bit  if  you  can  stand  still  for 
some  figures.   The  first  thing  I  have  to  say  about  average  daily  traffic 
is  that  it  is  an  average,  it  is  the  total  traffic  over  here  divided  by 
365  days.   It's  a  planning  factor  to  pick  up  highways.   They  pick  a 
certain  day  of  a  certain  month  that  seems  to  be  average  and  they  take 
careful  checks,  but  as  we've  heard  talk  of  this,  originally  with  the 
Commissioners  and  now  with  others,  people  generally  try  to  misuse  this 
figure  or  are  confused  by  it.   Anybody  that  has  tried  to  get  by  traffic 
during  tourist  season  on  the  4th  of  July  as  you  move  up  there  at  Columbia 
Heights  on  into  Glacier  Park,  knows  there's  a  hell  of  a  lot  more  traffic 
at  noon  on  the  4th  of  July  then  there  is  at  midnight  in  December  and 
you've  got  to  be  careful  when  you're  talking  about  it  and  it  is  really  a 
planning  figure.  However,  there  are  two  or  three  features  that  came  out 
last  night,  even  using  this  statistical  average,  that  are  of  interest. 
So  let's  see  what  the  traffic  is. 

At  the  LaSalle  turnoff  in  Evergreen,  the  average  daily  traffic,  which  is 
traffic  going  both  ways,  both  local  and  tourist,  is  17,300.   By  the  time 
you  come  up  to  our  next  point  on  the  chart,  there  in  Evergreen,  it's 
dropped  to  9,600.   Then  as  you  move  farther  up  the  path,  it  goes  to  7,300 
and  you're  not  yet  out  of  the  federal-aid  urban  area.   From  then  on  it 
runs  all  the  way  to  the  Blue  Moon  and  the  average  daily  traffic  is  4,400. 
We're  now  at  the  Blue  Moon  crossing  up  there  and  coming  in  is  traffic 
from  Whitefish  which  is  3,400.   When  you  go  past  that  point  in  Columbia 
Falls,  the  traffic  is  6,900.   When  you  get  down  there  where  the  major 
avenue  is  coming  in,  I  believe  that  to  be  Nucleus  Avenue,  there's  a  great 
deal  of  interest  there,  the  average  daily  traffic  is  8,300.   You  now  move 
out  of  Columbia  Falls  off  that  new  construction  area  there,  and  it  drops 
to  4,400  as  you  cross  the  bridge  and  now  you've  reached  Columbia  Heights 
and  it's  2,600. 

If  you  go  the  other  way,  you  start  out  with  the  17,300;  right  down  the 
road  from  Evergreen  and  very  close  in  it's  8,820;  then  as  you  move  on 
farther  toward  the  high  bridge,  it's  5,900.   After  you've  crossed  the 
high  bridge  and  all  the  way  to  Creston  corner,  it  is  4,400.   And  coming 
into  this  from  Bigfork,  it's  1,600.   You  go  all  the  way  up  the  road  from 
Creston  corner  to  Columbia  Heights,  the  traffic  is  2,700.   And  in  that 
2,700  car  travel  is  350  tourist  cars  on  an  average  day.   On  the  LaSalle 
route  there  are  4,400  going  up  there  now  and  the  addition  would  be  the 
350  now  going  up  the  other  road,  for  4,750  in  that  leg  of  the  travel. 
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These  things  are  not  directly  addable.  You  can't  just  go  to  a  corner  and 
figure  out  what  happened,  but  you  do,  at  any  given  time  in  a  road  count, 
know  what  that  traffic  is.   You've  got  to  be  careful  with  your  sta- 
tistics.  You've  got  to  be  careful  with  your  time,  but  I  fail  to  give 
everybody  that  general  idea.   You  increase  your  traffic  by  about  12%  for 
tourist  traffic  and  that  gave  us  the  350  additional  average  daily  traffic 
numbers. 

I'm  not  going  into  the  route  tradeoffs  now  which  were  described  because  I 
would  like  to  get  to  the  issues  in  those  route  tradeoffs.   I  spent,  I 
guess,  according  to  the  chairman,  a  little  too  much  time  on  that  last 
night  and  I'll  try  not  to  do  it.   One  of  the  big  items  in  trading  of  the 
same  length,  is  who's  going  to  get  the  most  maintenance,  who  does  it  cost 
the  most,  the  County  or  the  State?   Total  road  maintenance  costs  we 
believe  will  increase  for  the  proposed  route  change  by  virtue  of  more 
four  lane  highways  than  on  the  present  route.   Approximately  7  miles  of 
four  lane  and  8  miles  of  two  lane  on  the  LaSalle  route  versus  7/100  of 
four  lane  in  15  miles  of  two  lane  on  the  present  route,  which  I  just  went 
over.   But  this  issue,  as  we've  talked  about  it  with  the  Commissioners 
and  the  State,  is  a  subject  to  arguable  interpretations,  including  pre- 
sent road  conditions  and  predicted  traffic  on  both  routes,  especially  in 
the  winter.   For  instance,  everyone  in  this  area  knows  that  the  road 
clearance  of  snow,  on  a  four  lane  highway,  is  harder  than  on  a  two  lane 
highway  and  the  County  is  paying  a  considerable  amount  for  that,  even 
though  the  State  was.  maintaining  the  road  on  the  other  side. 

Significantly  a  principal  positive  reason  for  rerouting  is  that  both 
mobility  and  access,  both  of  those  two  fundamental  things  of  planning 
highways,  is  improved  by  the  far  greater  existing  four  lane  highways  that 
exist  on  the  LaSalle  route,  than  they  do  on  the  other.   But  the  key 
engineering  decision  factor,  as  we  look  at  it,  which  is  also  linked 
heavily  to  economic  factors  and  somewhat  less  to  political  factors,  is 
the  necessary  bridge  construction  and  future  highway  construction  for 
both  routes.   The  intended  tradeoffs  are  perhaps  the  turning  point  for 
formal  approval  by  constituted  authority,  vis-a-vis  other  and  more  periph- 
eral issues. 

The  high  bridge  on  present  Highway  2,  if  routes  are  not  changed,  must  be 
rebuilt  to  both  safety  and  rapid  transport  as  well  as  total  traffic 
standards  and  this  will  be  expensive.   Estimated  by  us  were  some  figures, 
and  these  are  subject  to  all  kinds  of  revisions  until  you  start  building 
it  or  you  pay  the  check  afterwards,  like  ship  building,  is  eight  to  ten 
million.   Repair  cost,  if  redesignation  occurs  and  the  route  shifts  to 
the  other  LaSalle  route,  is  about  one  million.   The  expense  for  the 
proposed  LaSalle  route  requires  substantial  highway  improvement  but  no 
major  bridge  structure  improvement  because  the  present  bridge  at  Columbia 
Falls  is  already  four  lane  and  newly  constructed. 

Now  another  key  engineering  factor  that  was  based  on  all  the  statistics, 
boring  or  otherwise,  and  I  hope  not  too  boring,  on  average  daily  traffic. 
I  mentioned  it  in  the  first  thing  because  what  is  important  is  that  the 
proposed  LaSalle  route,  by  virtue  of  existing  and  predicted  measures  of 
traffic,  is  actually  now  carrying  the  four  lane  —  the  majority  of  the 
four  lane  traffic  load. 
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Now  to  specific  engineering  factors  --  I'm  going  to  talk  to  engineering, 
economic  and  political  factors  now  and  try  to  get  into  the  issues  of  the 
thing  which  seems  to  be  why  more  people  want  to  listen  to  it  than  the 
tradeoff  for  the  State  and  County  and  who's  paying  --  it  all  comes  out  of 
the  taxpayers'  money  somewhere  or  the  federal.   The  intersection  of 
LaSalle  highway  and  U.S.  Highway  2  at  Evergreen  has  to  be  changed  to  a 
continuous  route  if  redesignation  occurs.   That's  a  requirement  that  you 
be  able  to  be  up  to  speed  as  you  come  around  that  90  degree  crossing  as 
the  citizens  know  is  already  a  very  dangerous  crossing  and  you've  had 
problems  down , there  even  as  it  exists.   There  is  already  existing  pedes- 
trian traffic  safety  hazard  and  I  believe  this  is  a  significant  factor  at 
the  Evergreen  School  crossing  and  the  surrounding  urban  area.   It's 
certainly  different  than  when  I  grew  up  in  this  area.   There  is  need  now 
and  of  course  must  also  continue  being  considered  in  rerouting  U.S. 
Highway  2  to  erect  what  I  have  now  termed,  after  hearing  all  the  argument 
on  this,  a  suitable  safety  crossing  at  this  point.   It  is  not  safe  now. 
The  traffic  congestion  in  this  area  may  be  aggravated  by  the  major  mobile 
home  park  now  being  developed  on  the  West  Evergreen  Drive,  west  of  the 
Whitefish  River.   Just  the  effect  of  that  I'm  not  wanting  to  confuse  with 
the  school  crossing  but  you  have  to  be  careful.   That  is  you  have  access 
for  what  can  be  predicted  to  be  about  800  average  daily  traffic  to  and 
from  the  trailers.   A  trailer  park  has  lots  of  cars  and  lots  of  children 
and  they  go  up  and  down  that  road  rather  rapidly. 

The  LaSalle  highway  from  the  Evergreen  intersection  to  a  point  one  mile 
north  of  Evergreen  School  is  presently  four  lane.   To  complete  a  four 
lane  leg  from  this  point  to  the  airport  would  require  construction  of 
about  five  miles  of  highway,  that's  a  factor.   There  are  two  at-grade 
railroad  crossings,  one  north  of  Evergreen  and  one  entering  Columbia 
Falls.   These  are  on  the  Burlington  Northern  spur  line  from  Kalispell  to 
Columbia  Falls  and  have  a  very  low  rate  of  traffic,  estimated  at  about 
five  trains  per  week.   However,  proper  crossing  warning  and  barriers  must 
meet  federal  highway  standards.   There  is  apparently  no  need  because  of 
the  lack  of  danger  in  that  area  for  split  level  grade  crossings  and  the 
cost  appears  to  be  minimal  when  it  is  costed  out  but  that  isn't  really  my 
bag  here  to  explain  that.   But,  if  you  have  questions  on  that,  I'm  sure 
the  engineers  will  answer  it.   There  is  a  Burlington  Northern  siding 
across  LaSalle  highway  from  the  Glacier  International  Airport.   The  new 
four  lane  highway  resumes  at  the  airport  and  is  continuous  to  the  Blue 
Moon  intersection  with  FAP  38  and  Highway  40.   Little  highway  maintenance 
is  needed  at  the  present  time  on  this  segment. 

Now  we  should  consider  an  interesting  precedent  again  from  federal  high- 
way planning  U.S.  worldwide  that  indicates  making  the  LaSalle  route  an 
FAP  instead  of  an  FAS,  upgrades  the  multimodal  traffic  connections,  that 
is  the  airport,  the  FAP  and  the  railroad  siding.   Also  of  interest,  the 
area  east  of  the  highway  is  now  zoned  for  heavy  industrial  use  and  the 
west  side  proposed  rezoning  to  light  industrial  use  is  in  the  planning 
stages.   While  there  appears  to  be  no  major  issues  evolving  from  this, 
access  planning  should  recognize  this  fact  as  well  as  commercial  traffic 
increases  along  the  proposed  new  route  in  future  highway  planning. 

The  90  degree  intersection  of  LaSalle  Road  and  FAP  38  at  Blue  Moon  must 
be  upgraded  to  a  continuous  route  if  the  proposed  redesignation  is  made. 
Again,  the  easy  access,  the  easy  turns  in  the  Columbia  Falls  that  are 
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safer,  and  that  traffic  speed  will  be  equal  as  the  people  come  on  the 
highway. 

At  this  point  just  inside  Columbia  Falls,  that's  our  next  point  that 
Fred's  indicating,  the  residential  area  is  generally  on  the  north  side  of 
the  highway  and  the  city  schools  are  on  the  south  side.   Some  safe  high- 
way crossing  and  other  commercial  access  considerations  are  engineering 
factors  in  planning.   This  is  of  course  presently  already  a  safety  con- 
cern and  certainly  of  concern  to  the  parents  of  school  age  children  as 
well  as  the  businessman  as  far  as  access  is  concerned  along  the  prepared 
new  route. 

Specific  issues  now  in  engineering  --  The  present  Highway  #2  route  is 
almost  all  two  lane.   Maintenance  required  is  substantial  and  during 
tourist  season,  as  well  as  during  bad  weather,  traffic  is  congested, 
moved  slowly,  and  this  segment  sometimes  has  virtually  no  passing  oppor- 
tunities.  At  Creston  corner,  traffic,  including  logging  trucks  from  the 
adjacent  area  from  the  east  side  of  Flathead  Lake  and  Bigfork,  add  to  the 
traffic  load  and  increase  traffic  congestion. 


Now,  for  factors  that  reach  into  our  pocketbook,  the  economic  factors  -- 
A  number  of  businesses  now  located  east  of  the  LaSalle/U.S.  Highway  #2 
intersection  will  no  longer  be  on  primary  Highway  #2  if  this  change  is 
made.   While  the  distance  from  the  LaSalle  road  turnoff  is  not  great,  as 
a  minimum,  resigning,  particularly  for  motels,  will  be  necessary  and  some 
revenue  may  be  lost.   To  a  lesser  degree  perhaps,  but  still  mightly  im- 
portant as  we  found  out  from  one  man  last  night  in  Columbia  Falls,  to  the 
few  businesses  affected,  some  revenue  may  be  lost  to  businesses  located 
between  Creston  corner  and  Columbia  Heights.   There  are  few  businesses 
along  there,  but  they  lose  the  350  cars  per  day  that  would  transfer  in 
tourist  traffic  to  the  other  side.   The  residential  area  through  Ever- 
green on  the  proposed  new  U.S.  2  will  be  subject  to  increased  commercial 
traffic  and  this  will  ultimately  change  land  use  to  a  more  commercial 
usage  which  is  what  is  going  on  and  it's  changing  now.  Beginning  at  the 
intersection  of  the  Whitefish  highway,  FAP  38  and  LaSalle  Road,  com- 
mercial sites  continuously  increase  to  the  outskirts  and  into  Columbia 
Falls  and  on  the  present  two  lane  highway  already  present  access  prob- 
lems.  Any  plan  to  widen  four  lanes  must  address  this  issue  by  limiting 
access  and  requiring  off-street  parking  to  reduce  traffic  congestion  on  a 
major  arterial  route.   Access  planning  like  the  school  crossing  overpass 
consideration  ultimately  means  additional  funding. 

However,  since  the  present  route  is  already  a  federal-aid  primary,  FAP 
38,  no  major  barrier  to  redesignation  of  the  LaSalle  route  is  apparent, 
nor  is  there  new  state  responsibility  for  road  maintenance.   They  have  it 
now.   With  plans  to  making  the  entire  segment  four  lane,  connecting  both 
sides  of  the  new  existing  four  lane  bridge  outside  Columbia  Falls,  must 
consider  these  engineering,  economic,  political  planning  factors  today 
and  tomorrow.   I  guess  probably  the  more  interesting  to  me  are  the  polit- 
ical factors  that  enter  into  this  as  I  see  the  growth  in  the  area  while  I 
was  here.   While  many  of  the  economic  and  engineering  factors  have  polit- 
ical overtones,  and  I've  mentioned  some  of  those,  several  political 
factors  and  residual  but  related  engineering,  economic  and  political 
factors  must  be  known  and  accepted  or  rejected  by  the  State  and  County 
decision  makers  who  ultimately  must  answer  to  the  citizens. 
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The  first  one  is  the  question  of  benefits  from  rerouting,  who  benefits? 
Are  they  the  Columbia  Falls  business  interests?  Are  they  Whitefish  and 
Kalispell  business  interests?  Are  the  right-of-way  commercial  interests 
along  the  proposed  route  vis-a-vis  the  other  ones?  Our  analysis  which 
was  later  reflected  in  conclusisions  recognizes  that  all  these  I  men- 
tioned will  benefit  to  some  degree.  Examining  these  factors,  no  hidden 
motives  were  noted.  Until  that,  the  State  people  too  --  Lots  of  rumors 
go  around  when  you  visit  the  town.  Earlier  hearings  have  seemingly  had 
straight-forward  examinations  on  the  debate  of  the  issue  who  will  benefit. 

The  next  issue  politically,  is  the  proposed  rerouting  and  redesignation 
of  Highway  2  helpful  or  harmful  to  any  future  truck  or  traffic  bypass  of 
Kalispell,  a  subject  that  is  near  and  dear  to  the  town  of  Kalispell  from 
time  to  time.   This  of  course  is  more  of  a  future  planning  and  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  redesignation,  but  one  that  is  of  some  concern  to 
both  City  and  County  government  and  to  the  State.   Taken  in  two  parts, 
you  forgive  me  if  I  beg  the  question  of  which  alternative  is  preferable, 
that  is  whether  a  future  bypass  goes  east  or  west  of  Kalispell  city 
center  and  connects  outside  of  Kalispell  at  about  the  LaSalle  Road  turn- 
off  or  in  Kalispell  at  the  intersection  of  Highway  93,  It  appears  the 
LaSalle  route  will  facilitate  east-west  travel  now  and  will  facilitate 
such  a  bypass  in  the  future.   One  of  the  alternatives  arrives  at  that 
corner.   Planners  should  be  aware  of  the  possibilities  of  this  future 
event  and  the  engineers  should  also  note  bypass  entry  considerations  to 
Highway  #2. 

One  point  I'd  remention,  businesses  and  motels,  as  noted  before  along 
that  route  beyond  the  LaSalle  turnoff,  will  be  cut  off  from  the  primary 
route.   We  believe  that  this  is  true  of  about  two  motels  in  the  area. 
Evergreen  residents  may  object  to  positive  channeling  through  state 
traffic  through  the  Evergreen  community  even  though  the  average  daily 
traffic  indicates  most  traffic  goes  that  way  now  and  the  increase  is 
estimated  at  only  350  cars  per  day.   This  point  is  applicable  also  to 
residents  of  other  communities  along  the  flats,  Birch  Road,  LaSalle  -- 
along  this  LaSalle  route.   Access  roads  may  become  a  factor  and  thereby 
become  engineering  and  economic  factors  as  they  already  have  in  Columbia 
Falls. 

Saved  for  last,  near  and  dear  to  some,  and  perhaps  every  bit  as  important 
as  any  factor,  is  that  of  the  effect  on  Bigfork  and  on  east  side  versus 
west  side  of  Flathead  Lake  traffic  of  U.S.  east-west  travelers  through 
Montana.   Will  the  proposed  route  materially  draw  away  present  traffic 
from  the  east  side  of  Flathead  Lake  and  thereby  funnel  most  of  it  through 
Kalispell  directly  bypassing  Bigfork?   There  are  those  who  agree  the 
answer  is  demonstrably  yes  and,  in  fact,  except  for  heavy  vehicles,  such 
as  vans  and  trucks,  should  be.   This  argument  is  buttressed  by  the  pre- 
ference of  heavy  vehicles  for  the  east  side  route  through  Bigfork  which 
proceeds  directly  to  Creston  corner  or  cuts  off  at  the  Somers  bypass 
should  they  have  to  come  through  Kalispell.   It  seems  that  it  will  always 
remain  so,  particularly  in  the  winter  because  of  the  nature  of  the  two 
roads.   Tourists  some  contend  go  either  way.   Everyone  knows  you  can't 
count  on  tourists  around  the  lake  and  those  desiring  to  visit  Kalispell 
or  Whitefish  or  turn  north  or  south  will  do  so  in  any  case.   In  this 
logic,  facilitating  traffic  on  the  LaSalle  route  appears  necessary. 
Bigfork  business  interests,  those  of  east  lakeshore  Flathead  Lake  resi- 
dents, are  of  course  concerned  with  the  amount  of  this  effect  which  is 
hard  to  figure. 
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I'd  now  like  to  do  something  I  didn't  do  last  night.   I'd  like  to  and, 
despite  the  fact  that  the  State  has  heard  this  before  and  I  might  be 
boring  the  Mayor  of  Columbia  Falls  who  I  see  is  here,  but  I  would  like  to 
draw  some  conclusions.  We  are  convinced  of  several  things.   We  conclude 
that  the  negative  aspects  of  rerouting  and  redesignation  are  more  than 
balanced  by  the  positive  aspects  of  the  proposed  action.   Primarily  these 
positive  aspects  are  engineering  and  economic  in  the  tradeoff  par- 
ticularly over  the  bridge,  but  they  also  may  be  both  commercial  and 
political  improvements,  better  school  crossings,  railroad  crossings  and 
access  improvements  and  continuous  route  improvements  to  existing  highway 
intersections.   The  County  also  assumes  the  responsibility  for  improved 
highways  and  an  equal  degree  of  highway  maintenance.   In  fact  the  exist- 
ing Highway  #2  route  may  require  more  State  funded  bridge  upgrade  in  the 
near  future  than  the  highway  maintenance  and  even  may  require  more  even- 
tual highway  improvement  should  the  present  U.S.  Highway  2  route  be 
maintained  as  it  is. 

Mobility  of  cross-country  U.S.  traffic  will  be  facilitated  by  the  pro- 
posed rerouting  and  redesignation.   Such  action  will  in  fact  be  recog- 
nizing existing  conditions  already  there  and  will  help  to  improve  them, 
both  engineering  wise  and  economic  wise,  and  safety  wise.   Access  to 
local  residents  will  be  improved  by  the  proposed  rerouting  and  redes- 
ignation of  this  highway.   Increased  State  and  Federal  involvement  will 
materially  provide  more  impetus  to  the  existing  need  for  action  for 
safety  and  commercial  access  problems  that  today  exist  and  are  projected 
to  increase  whether  this  highway  is  changed  or  not. 

Recommended  improvements  to  the  proposed  LaSalle  route  are  legitimate  and 
reflect  existing  concerns.   Redesignation  does  not  per  se  require  four 
lane  LaSalle/Columbia  Falls  route  improvement  on  any  urgent  and  immediate 
timetable  but  is  already  in  the  advanced  planning  stages  by  the  State 
Highway  Department  should  be  given  higher  appropriate  priority  within 
federal  and  state  government  after  rerouting  than  it  now  has. 

Necessary  engineering  tradeoffs  and  economic  encroachment,  loss  of  bus- 
iness factors  must  be  examined  in  detail  as  the  new  proposed  route  is 
implemented,  but  these  factors  are  of  course  normal  facts  of  life  in  any 
proposed  action.   The  safety  and  local  access  of  citizens  should  be 
enhanced  by  the  proposed  route  change  and  future  problems  of  growth 
should  be  anticipated  by  both  Federal,  State  and  County  authorities. 
Change  presents  problems  but  as  in  this  case  presents  new  opportunities 
for  improvement  of  both  mobility  and  access.   Political  issues  that  we 
looked  at  or  factors  do  not  imbalance,  change  the  basic  engineering  and 
economic  reasons  for  proposing  rerouting  and  redesignation.   There  is  no 
reason  that  I  have  ascertained  that  will  provide  substantive  harm  to  come 
to  any  Flathead  Valley  community  as  a  result  of  the  proposed  route  change. 
And,  to  the  contrary,  substantial  benefits  should  accrue  to  the  entire 
Flathead  Valley  community,  including  the  cities  involved. 

Restated  generally,  in  summary,  which  everyone  should  be  glad  to  hear, 
MAL  believes  that  the  proposed  —  MAL,  that's  a  little  acronym  for  Max- 
field  Associates  Limited  and  myself  particularly,  believe  that  the 
proposed  rerouting,  redesigignation  of  the  LaSalle  Highway  to  the  present 
Blue  Moon  to  Columbia  Heights  FAP  38  Highway  40  as  U.S.  Highway  2  is  both 
logical  and  is  required.   The  proposed  action  appears  to  us  to  be  war 
ranted  by  existing  traffic  conditions  and  is  in  the  best  present  and 
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future  economic  and  engineering  interests  of  the  State  of  Montana 
you  very  much. 


Thank 


D.  BARTSCH:    Thank  you,  Bob.   Tom  did  he  cover  everything  that  we  felt  that  he  should 
have  touched  on?  Don  Opitz?  I  neglected  to  introduce  those  two  guys  at 
the  start.   They  also  work  for  the  Highway  Department  and  they  work  in 
the  Planning  &  Research  Unit  in  Helena  and  compile  and  study  and  analyze 
many  of  the  traffic  studies  throughout  the  state.   Don  Opitz  is  the 
Assistant  Director  of  that  department  and  Mike  Davis  is  the  planner  that 
is  particularly  working  on  this  particular  project.   Don,  do  you  have 
another  comment? 

D.  OPITZ:      I  just  had  one  comment,  on  the  350  vehicles  that  were  stated  that  will 
move  from  the  present  route  over  to  LaSalle,  the  tourist  ones.  Regard- 
less of  whether  that's  changed  or  not,  when  Route  40  going  through 
Columbia  Falls  is  constructed,  there  will  probably  be  more  local  traffic 
that  will  use  that  route.   As  I  think  Bob  stated  earlier,  traffic's  going 
to  follow  the  easiest  flow  it  can  find  so  there  will  be  some  change 
there. 

One  other  thing  that  might  be  clarified  in  traffic  counts  --  Bob  was 
stating  how  we  come  up  with  traffic  counts .  We  count  year  round  and  then 
we  use  an  adjustment  factor  to  come  up  with  an  average  daily  traffic  and 
so  when  we're  talking  that  way,  we're  not  saying  350  cars  today  that  went 
down  that  road  were  tourists,  but  the  average  for  the  year  is  350.  There 
are  some  seasonally  adjustment  factors  we  use. 

iD.  BARTSCH:    Okay.   I  thought  you  were  going  to  say  the  rest  of  it,  that  probably  most 
of  the  heavy  counts  in  that  category  will  also  occur  probably  in  the 
summertime  rather  than  throughout  the  year. 

D.  OPITZ:      Right.   Yes,  the  biggest  portion  of  those  will  be  during  the  summer 
months  when  school  is  not  in  session  too  if  that's  one  concern. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay.   Basically,  we  tried  to  just  cover  the  things  that  were  studied  and 
we  are  aware  of  the  concerns  that  will  have  to  be  addressed  either  be- 
fore, during  or  after.   As  I  said,  we'll  now  open  it  up  for  comments  and 
statements  of  support  or  questions  or  whatever  you  have  to  contribute  to 
the  study.   I'll  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  are  using  micro- 
phones.  Again,  we  are  taperecording  all  the  statements.   We  will  use 
that  recording  to  prepare  a  transcript  which  we  will  make  available  up 
and  down  the  line  people  who  will  have  to  do  the  studies  and  contribute 
to  the  decision.   So,  if  you  would  make  sure  you  use  one  of  the  mics  if 
you  have  a  statement  or  comment.   Identify  yourself.   Bill  Stephenson,  my 
assistant  here,  tries  to  kind  of  keep  a  log  of  speakers  so  that  the 
transcript  is  easier  to  prepare.   And  we'll  go  from  there  and  get  on  with 
it.   So  I  know  that  there's  a  couple  of  people  here  that  have  statements. 
The  gentleman  I  think  has  a  statement  here. 

C.  COLLINS:    I'm  Clint  Collins,  the  Principal  of  the  Helena  Flats  School,  and  the  one 
concern  that  I  have  is  the  fact  that  the  Evergreen  School  crossings  were 
mentioned,  the  Columbia  Falls  School  crossings  were  mentioned,  and  prob- 
ably the  most  dangerous  crossing  on  the  LaSalle  Road  hasn't  been  men- 
tioned and  I  think  this  points  out  my  concern.   At  the  present  time  there 
is  a  school  crossing  that  goes  to  Helena  Flats  School  just  north  of  the 
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railroad  tracks.   I'm  sure  that  a  lot  of  people  drive  the  road  every  day 
and  do  not  even  realize  that  there  is  a  school  crossing  there.   The 
school  crossing  is  marked  with  school  crossing  signs  and  just  before  you 
get  to  the  school  crossing,  the  speed  is  increased  from  45  mph,  I  believe 
it  is  through  the  Evergreen  area,  and  about  50  yards  from  the  Helena 
Flats  School  crossing  there  is  a  speed  limit  sign  to  increase  your  speed 
to  55  mph.   I  assume  that  there  must  be  a  lot  of  people  in  this  room  who 
have  driven  that  road  and  never  even  realized  there  was  a  school  crossing 
there.  There  is  no  no-passing  zone  in  this  area  and  this  fall  there  were 
several  parents  who  came  down  to  the  school  and  expressed  their  concerns 
at  that  time  about  the  safety  factor  of  their  children  crossing  the  road 
there.   They  came  down  and  they  mentioned  the  fact  that  the  cars  never 
slow  up  --  50-55  mph  and  some  even  over  55  mph,  and  that  they  would  like 
to  express  their  concerns  or  try  to  get  something  done  about  that  cross- 
ing at  that  time.   And  that  was  before  we  realized  that  there  was  talk 
and  so  forth  of  rerouting  Highway  2  along  the  LaSalle  Road  and  so  they 
proceeded  to  let  their  concerns  be  known  to  the  County  Commissioners  and 
at  that  time  the  School  Board  met  and  they  wrote  a  letter  to  the  County 
Commissioners  expressing  their  concerns  about  the  crossing.   In  the 
meantime  those  parents  went  out  and  got  many  signatures  and  so  forth  on  a 
petition.   The  Commissioners  would  then  be  aware  of  their  concerns  and 
they  have  this  petition  and  it  is  addressed  to  Mr.  Tom  Barnard.   I  have 
the  petition  here.   Also,  at  the  last  School  Board  meeting,  the  Helena 
Flats  School  Board  drafted  a  letter,  which  I  would  like  to  read  express- 
ing their  concern.  Another  thing  I  would  like  to  say  that  none  of  these 
groups  are  opposed  to  rerouting  the  highway,  they  are  just  concerned 
about  the  safety  factors  --  that  they'd  be  considered  when  this  is  done. 
The  letter  that  the  Helena  Flats  School  Board  was: 

"Gentlemen:  The  Helena  Flats  School  Board  of  Trustees  would  like  to 
express  their  concern  about  the  rerouting  of  Highway  2  along  LaSalle 
Road.  There  are  several  students  who  attend  the  school  at  Helena 
Flats  who  must  cross  LaSalle  Road  at  Rose  Crossing.  We  are  not 
opposed  to  the  rerouting  if  the  safety  of  our  students  is  considered 
and  proper  precautions  taken.  We  have  been  concerned  about  this 
problem  and  have  expressed  our  concerns  to  the  Flathead  County 
Commissioners.  Prior  to  the  rerouting  proposal,  with  the  increased 
traffic  that  will  result  if  Highway  2  is  rerouted  (and  that  was 
brought  up  here  about  the  350  cars),  hazardous  conditions  for  our 
students  crossing  this  highway  will  be  greatly  increased.  We  would 
appreciate  your  consideration  of  our  concerns  for  the  safety  of  our 
students  before  a  final  decision  is  made.  Sincerely,  Stan  Shaffer, 
Chairman,  Helena  Flats  School  Board." 

Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Fine.   Thank  you.   I'll  take  that  to  the  Director  and  add  that  to  our 
project.   Okay,  thank  you.   Did  someone  else  have  a  prepared  statement, 
or  comment  or  ...  .   The  gentleman  here  please? 

F.  0' BOYLE:    Thank  you.   My  name  is  Francis  0' Boyle.   I'm  a  local  taypayer,  and  we 
have  addressed  some  of  the  safety  factors  through  the  TAC  Committee  and 
I'm  not  sure  if  we  addressed  the  one  at  Helena  Flats  School  crossing. 
That's  one  we  missed,  but  we  did  address  LaSalle,  also  Evergreen  and  the 
airport,  plus  Highway  40,  the  intersection  of  Highway  40  and  Columbia 
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Falls.   But  at  this  time  I  would  endorse  the  proposal  of  the  change  with 
the  safety  factors  taken  into  consideration  on  the  change  of  this  road. 
And  I  would  like  to  read  the  following  letter  into  this  testimony: 

"Montana  Highway  Department.  Dear  Sirs:  This  document  is  to  be 
recorded  on  file  at  this  Public  Hearing  on  December  10,  1981,  meet- 
ing at  Helena  Council  Chambers  of  the  City  Hall  at  Kalispell, 
Montana,  on  the  rerouting  of  Highway  #2  up  what  is  known  as  the 
LaSalle  to  Highway  40  and  reconnecting  at  #2  Highway  at  Columbia 
Heights.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  above-mentioned  rerouting  as  a  real 
estate  taxpayer  of  the  city  of  Kalispell.   Franics  T.  0' Boyle." 

Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay,  thank  you. 

B.  RIPPLY:     Our  report  takes  in  Helena  Flats  and  another  school  up  along  the  way, 
Birch  Grove,  as  far  as  mentioning  that  those  are  schools  along  that 
route.   I  didn't  mention  them  as  the  primary  problems  and  your  comments 
were  pertinent,  but  the  report  has  that  in  it. 

What  was  that  comment  there?  Sir? 

There  is  no  school  at  Birch  Grove,  just  a  Community  Hall. 

Just  a  community  hall;  there  isn't  actually  a  school  there  at  Birch  Grove 
at  this  time.  Okay,  I'll  make  that  appropriate  note.  Anybody  else  have 
any  --  Do  we  have  a  councilman  with  maybe  some  questions,  something  he 
might  like  to  have  clarified  if  anything?  The  gentleman  back  there. 

R.  LYBECK:     I'm  Ray  Lybeck,  taxpayer  out  there  in  the  Helena  Flats  community,  and 
some  mention  was  made  of  this  and  I  think  really  we  --  We  really  should 
address  it  at  this  time  and  that  is  in  regards  to  the  truck  bypass  around 
Kalispell.   I  think  it's  high  time  we  definitely  decide  with  a  definite 
plan  of  where  are  we  going  to  route  this  traffic.   When  we  talk  about 
Evergreen  School  crossing  there  and  the  junction  of  Highway  2  if  we  can 
divert  that  traffic  out  of  the  mainstream  before  it  gets  there,  if  we  do 
decide  that  LaSalle  Road  is  going  to  be  the  #2  highway  designation,  I 
think  it's  high  time  that  we  definitely  include  this  as  a  part  of  the 
project  here.   Where  are  we  going  to  route  this  truck  traffic?  We've 
talked  about  this;  we've  gone  over  it. 

I  served  two  terms  on  the  City-County  Planning  Board  and  it  was  really 
very  frustrating  on  it  to  have  the  subdivisions  come  up  for  proposals  and 
we  had  no  idea  whatsoever  where  these  bypasses  might  possibly  in  the 
future  be  decided.   Maybe  we'd  be  putting  them  right  in  the  middle  of  a 
truck  bypass  and  I  think  the  longer  we  delay  this,  the  worse  the  problem 
is  going  to  be.   So  I  would  --  Before  we  do  any  designating  whatsoever  -- 
I  feel  it's  high  time  that  we  take  a  look  at  this  and  we  make  some  very 
definite,  complete  decisions  of  what  should  be  done  on  this  matter. 
Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay.   Thank  you.   I  guess  that  type  of  statement  is  one  that  at  this 
hearing,  in  the  scope  of  what  we're  studying  here,  probably  we  can't  do 
anything  about  it  except  take  it  as  input  and  it  will  automatically  of 
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course  be  reviewed  and  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  local  planners. 
They  would  have  to  start  that  action,  you  know,  to  try  to  get  that  moving 
faster.  I  know  there  has  been  a  lot  of  discussion  about  it.  Tom,  do  you 
have  a  comment  about  that? 

Yeah.   There  has  been  some  work  done  in  that  direction,  Ray.   You  can't 
see  any  physical  progress,  but  there  has  been  some  work  done  in  that  line 
and  where  it  came  from  --  the  Kalispell  Technical  Advisory  Committee 
obtained  a  federal  grant  to  enlist  the  services  of  a  consultant  engi- 
neering firm  to  do  what  we  called  a  Traffic  Operation  Study  for  the 
Kalispell  area,  for  the  urban  area.   This  was  completed  in  1980.   The 
purpose  of  it  was  to  try  to  set  some  priorities  on  urban  funds,  and  in 
that  study  the  second  priority  on  long-range  planning  was  an  alternate 
route  around  the  east  side  of  Kalispell.   Somewhere  in  the  corridor  from 
Four  Corners  south  of  town,  up  along  Willow  Glen  Drive,  and  I'm  not 
saying  it's  to  go  right  directly  up  Willow  Glen  Drive,  but  through  that 
area  and  out  to  U.S.  2  east  in  the  area  of  LaSalle  Road.   Okay,  so  that 
did  come  out  of  this  study.   The  TAC  committee  approved  that  study  and 
set  it  up  as  their  second  priority  for  long-range  funding  but,  due  to  the 
fact  that  there  isn't  any  money,  there's  been  nothing  more  done  with  it. 
It's  one  of  those  things  that  they're  waiting  --  If  it  appears  that  we're 
going  to  have  some  money,  then  we'll  get  it  in  gear.   I  realize  that  it 
doesn't  show  much  progress  for  you,  but  at  least  we're  looking  at  it 
anyway . 

Okay.  I  guess  that's  about  all  we  can  add  to  that  at  the  moment.  Hope- 
fully that  maybe  local  agencies,  local  groups,  might  do  some  pushing  on 
it.   Okay,  I'll  give  the  gentleman  back  here  --  Next? 

Paul  Wachholz.   I  have  a  couple  questions. 

Two  questions.   One  --  Are  you  going  to,  from  the  airport  back  to  where 
it's  four  lane  on  LaSalle  Road  there,  going  to  increase  that  to  a  four 
lane  road.  Was  that  addressed  directly  this  evening? 

I  guess  that  specific  question  wasn't, 
that  right  now? 

And  if  so,  how  much  additional  right-of-way  will  you  need  to  acquire 
along  that  road? 

Well  I  can't  answer  the  question  about  the  right-of-way,  you  know,  ex- 
actly what  it  would  take  because  there's  been  no  decision  on  what  kind  of 
section  would  be  built  there,  so  the  width  of  right-of-way  would  depend 
on  the  typical  section  of  the  roadway.   But,  in  answer  to  your  first 
question,  is  there  a  definite  plan  now  to  rebuild  that  as  a  four  lane,  at 
this  time  there  is  not.   However,  at  the  time  the  north  end  of  LaSalle 
Road,  the  part  that  was  recently  constructed  as  four  lane,  was  set  up  as 
a  priority  for  secondary  highway  funding,  that  was  set  up  by  the  County 
Commissioners  who  establish  those  priorities.   They  said  that  their 
priority  was  from  the  Blue  Moon  all  the  way  down  to  the  end  of  the  exist- 
ing four  lane  just  south  of  Rose  crossing,  but  due  to  a  lack  of  funding 
for  the  entire  length  of  it  and  the  need  for  secondary  funds  on  some 
other  routes,  they  felt  that  the  part  that  was  critical,  the  upper  end  of 
it  from  the  airport  to  Blue  Moon,  should  be  done  at  this  time  with  the 
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intent  that  when  the  money  becomes  available  later  on,  that  part  that 
still  remains  two  lane  would  also  become  four  lane.  There  was  no  pri- 
ority for  it,  but  it  was  talked  about  at  that  time.  That's  the  future 
intent . 

Thank  you.   Now  concerning  where  the  light  industrial  and  the  heavy 
industrial  property  is  zoned,  does  anybody,  could  anybody  inform  me  as 
far  as  how  the  zoning  is  between  the  airport  and  let's  say  the  railroad 
crossing  on  each  side  of  the  highway?   Somebody  mentioned  this  evening 
one  side  heavy  industrial  and  the  other  end  light  industrial  and  I  was 
confused  as  to  the  breakdown  there. 

That's  from  the  airport  down  to  let's  just  say  back  to  Kalispell  and/or 
Evergreen. 

Okay,  we'll  have  to  ask  either  Mel  or  Bob,  one  of  you  to  locate  that  a 
little  bit  better,  or  clarify  it  a  little  better  for  him. 

Okay,  I  guess  both  of  these  display  boards,  as  you  probably  recognize, 
are  basically  the  same.  This  one  with  the  colored  sections  on  it  is  a 
little  smaller  scale. 

Yes,  on  both  sides  of  the  road.  One  was  mentioned  to  be  heavy  indus- 
trial, and  the  other  to  be  light  industrial. 

Lybeck  has  got  a  proposal  in  and  it's  not  completed  yet  and  let's  see  -- 
You  requested  commercial  didn't  you? 

Light  industrial.  But  they  turned  that  to,  yeah,  these  three  commercial. 
Is  that  south  of  the  airport? 

Well  anyhow,  it's  on  our  desk  right  now  and  it  will  soon  be  on  the  table 
and  we  have  usually  a  hearing  date  set  like  on  a  Tuesday  and  review  it 
and  anybody  that  comes  in  that  has  any  concern  we  ask  them  questions. 
Then  we  hash  it  over  and  I  assume  sometime  before  Christmas,  or  right 
after  Christmas,  it  will  probably  get  enacted  on. 

Wait  a  minute.   We  got  to  have  a  change  command  there  too  in  the  com- 
prehensive plan  so  that's  got  to  be  acted  on  first  so  that's  not  all 
going  to  get  done  that  quick.   It's  going  to  be  looking  like  60  days  or 
more.   Is  that  about  right,  Henry?   We've  got  to  change  the  plan  there 
and  then  we  got  to  do  the  zone  thing  afterwards  and  assuming  that  it  goes 
through  it  will  take  that  length  of  time.  Do  you  see  anything  else  there 
or  remember  anything  that  I  left  out,  Henry,  that  I  didn't  mention  in 
that  zone?   There's  a  couple  more  people  I  didn't  name  there.   Do  you 
remember  who  they  were? 

Can  I  use  the  mic  so  we  can  make  sure  we  have  this  on  the  record  cause 
we're  going  to  have  trouble  analyzing  what's  being  discussed. 

Well  there's  a  differentiation  among  proposals.   There's  a  proposal  from 
the  Flathead  County  Planning  staff  that  does  not  completely  coincide  with 
the  recommendations  from  the  Flathead  County  Planning  Board  to  the  County 
Commissioners  and  neither  of  those  proposals  conform  to  the  requested 
zoning  designations  of  the  landowners.   So  basically  we  have  a  tripod 
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type  —  the  three-way  set  of  proposals  coming  in,  running  from  Jenney 
Dahls  down  through  Dorothy  Lewis  to  the  Lybeck  requests  on  the  the  west 
side  of  LaSalle  and  south  of  there  Erma  Bibb  has  been  restricted  out  by 
the  —  not  by  her  request  but  by  the  --  both  recommendations.   On  the 
east  side  you  have  a  heavy  industrial  designation  which  in  some  respects 
conflicts  directly  with  the  proposed  airport  zoning  because  heavy  indus- 
trial designations  permit  smoke,  glare,  noise  and  things  of  this  sort 
which  can  impact  airport  operations  so  there  is  a  real  question  there 
that  has  to  be  addressed. 


D.  BARTSCH: 
H.  OLDENBURG: 

D.  BARTSCH: 


G.  SCHULTZ: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


T.  BARNARD: 


G.  SCHULTZ: 
T.  BARNARD: 


That  is  still  in  the  proposal  state? 

This  is  in  the  recommendation  to  the  County  Commissioners  step  in  the 
zoning  process  under  Chapter  76-2-201. 

Okay,  does  that  kind  of  answer  your  question  of  just  about  where  it's  at 
and  approximately  the  breakdown  there?   Okay,  I  guess  that's  all  we  can 
deal  with  there  and  that  will  alert  you  --  watch  for  their  meetings  if 
you  want  to  put  some  more  input  into  that  part  of  it,  and  I  guess  the 
question  there  would  be  whether  that  has  a  great  deal  to  do  or  would 
affect  possible  changes,  designations  which  we  will  talk  about  tonight. 
I  guess  the  Highway,  or  one  of  the  studies  we  made,  we  don't  feel  that 
will  have  a  significant  bearing  on  whether  it's  designated  Highway  2  or 
not.   That  development  will  develop  and  it  will  develop  and  encourage  a 
lot  more  traffic  and  that  will  happen  along  there  regardless  of  what 
highway  is  called. 

Okay,  anybody  else  have  any  concerns  they'd  like  us  to  bring  up  or  like 
to  bring  up?   The  gentleman  here  in  front  please. 

The  only  question  I  have  is  if  you  redesignate  Highway  2,  are  you  going 
to  put  traffic  lights  at  those  heavily  --  Intersections  where  there's  a 
lot  of  traffic?   George  Schultz.   Yeah,  we've  got  a  lot  of  traffic  there 
at  Reserve  Drive.   There's  a  traffic  light  there  now  and  there  is  a 
traffic  light  at  the  Evergreen  School. 

I  guess  probably,  Tom,  could  you  maybe  address  the  steps  on  these  traffic 
signals  at  those  heavy  corners? 

Well  just  for  instance,  West  Reserve  Drive,  the  same  would  apply  to  any 
of  them,  but  there's  a  set  of  warrants  that  are  required  before  you  can 
install  a  traffic  signal.   There's  about  eight  of  them  and,  if  an  inter- 
section meets  any  one  of  those  eight  criteria,  then  a  signal  can  be 
installed.   Now  --  So  that  would  occur  regardless  of  whether  Highway  2 
was  rerouted  or  not.   When  it  meets  the  warrants  and  there's  a  need  there 
it  would  get  the  signal  one  way  or  the  other.   There  is  no  plan  to  go  out 
there  and  put  a  signal  in  right  now  just  because  we're  talking  about 
running  Highway  2  up  there. 

Would  it  have  any  bearing  whether  it  was  U.S.  2  or  LaSalle  Road? 

No,  the  same  warrants  apply  to  any  federal-aid  route,  whether  it's  urban, 
secondary  or  primary,  they're  the  same  warrants. 
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D.  BARTSCH: 


D.  BARTSCH:    Okay.   So  if  you  were  looking  at  needing  a  light,  getting  it  changed  to 
designated  as  a  primary  would  not  help  it  one  way  or  the  other.  Yes, 
Sir. 

J.  CIZIAHR:    Well  I'm  John  Ciziahr,  I  own  the  El  Rancho,  which  is  one  of  the  motels 
that  you  were  talking  about.   There's  a  question  I've  got  about  the 
bridge,  it's  the  high  bridge  that  they  talk  about.  What's  going  to  be 
done  about  it?   There 're  several  deaths  on  it,  not  necessarily  during 
touring  season,  but  any  other  time.   Is  this  bridge  just  going  to  be  left 
the  way  it  is  or  is  it  going  to  be  fixed  or  are  we  sitting  with  the  local 
population  worrying  about  their  kids  and  whoever  is  getting  killed  on  it? 

Another  question  I  guess  I'm  kind  of  interested  in  is  —  He  says  our 
business  is  going  to  be  hurt  east  of  the  intersection  there.   I  kind  of 
question  the  authenticity  of  the  consultant  that  was  hired.   He  talks 
about  two  motels,  there's  at  least  five  on  this  old  highway  that  they're 
talking  about  doing  away  with.   He  talks  about  the  two  schools,  one  of 
them  hasn't  been  since  I've  been  here,  that's  Birch  Grove.   It  hasn't 
been  a  school,  yet  he  says  it's  in  his  plans  about  a  school  crossing.   I 
just  wonder  if  we  paid  good  money  to  get  actual  figures  on  what  it's 
going  to  cost,  the  difference  changing  this  and  leaving  it  the  way  it  is. 

Okay,  I  guess  that  last  part,  I  don't  know  that  we  have  any  --  hinted  to 
any  figures  of  what  it  would  cost  to  make  this  change.   Is  that  kind  of 
what  you  said  right  there  at  the  last?  Okay,  I  guess  we  don't  have  any 
proposed  figures  of  what  it  would  really  cost  if  this  change  in  desig- 
nation took  place.   Is  that  correct,  Tom? 

Well  you  know  we  haven't  sat  down  and  done  a  complete  analysis  of  just 
exactly  what  the  pluses  and  minuses  are  from  one  to  the  other.  We  do 
have  some  preliminary  ideas  on  what  it  would  cost  for  various  things 
involved.   In  regard  to  the  question  about  the  Highway  2  East  bridge,  we 
definitely  realize  the  need  for  something  to  be  done  to  that  bridge  out 
there.   Likewise,  we  have  all  kinds  of  sections  of  highway  that  we're 
having  serious  safety  problems  with  and  one  of  the  reasons  that  this 
change  in  the  routing  became  more  attractive  was  because  of  that  bridge. 
•  We  started  looking  into  it  here  about  two  or  three  years  ago  with  the 
hope  that  we  could  get  some  of  this  federal  bridge  replacement  money  to 
build  a  new  bridge  across  there.   We  looked  at  various  things,  starting 
with  just  putting  a  new  deck  on  the  existing  bridge  or  putting  a  new  deck 
on  it,  adding  another  two  lane  bridge  along  side  of  it,  or  building  a  new 
four  lane  bridge  out  there.  At  that  time  we  felt  that  with  the  increases 
in  traffic  that  we've  been  seeing  that,  if  that  remained  the  Highway  2 
designation,  it  would  have  to  be  a  new  four  lane  bridge  based  on  20  year 
traffic  projections.   At  that  time  the  estimate  for  that  bridge  was  six 
and  one-half  million  dollars.   To  go  in  there  and  say  put  a  new  deck  on 
it  and  try  to  widen  it  a  little  bit  we  were  looking  around  a  million 
dollars.   So  that's  one  of  the  reasons  this  is  an  attractive  proposal  to 
the  Department  of  Highways.   By  changing  the  designation  we  realize  that 
there  still  has  to  be  something  done  to  that  bridge  but  because  it  would 
actually  have  somewhat  less  traffic  on  it  and  more  local  traffic,  that 
the  changes  that  you'd  have  to  make  in  the  bridge  wouldn't  be  near  as 
severe.   So  right  now,  I  couldn't  tell  you  what  we're  going  to  do.  We  do 
know  that  something  has  to  be  done  and  when  we  can  find  the  money  and  get 
that  in  the  priority  list  it  will  be  done.  At  least  widening,  putting  a 
new  deck  on  it  and  widening  it  out. 
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J.  COZIAHR: 
T.  BARNARD: 


J.  COZIAHR: 
T.  BARNARD: 
D.  BARTSCH: 

T.  BARNARD: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


J.  FRANKLIN: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


If  you  change  this,  more  of  your  money  is  going  to  go  to  LaSalle  and  this 
priority  is  going  to  be  set  back  because  of  the  traffic  factor. 

No,  I  wouldn't  really  say  that.  We  monitor  it.  This  would  remain  on  the 
primary  system  though,  this  part  of  it,  but  it  would  have  more  local 
traffic  and  less  traffic  to  some  extent  and  we  evaluate  things  such  as 
that  bridge  on  a  yearly  basis  as  far  as  safety  factors  are  concerned  and 
evaluate  as  far  as  our  statewide  priorities  are  concerned  and  just  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  it  wasn't  on  Highway  2  any  more  wouldn't  nec- 
essarily drop  it  off  the  bottom  of  the  list. 

Well  what  I'm  saying  is  it  might  be  a  ten  year  thing  now,  but  later  it's 
going  to  be  a  twenty  if  they  change  the  route. 

I  guess  I  couldn't  answer  that  one  way  or  the  other.  With  the  way  the 
funding  is  right  now,  it  may  even  be  twenty  years  right  now. 

Now  you're  talking  about  things  that  are  out  in  the  future  and  whether  it 
was  designated  Highway  2  or  not,  as  Tom  indicated,  I  doubt  would  make  any 
difference. 

You  know  here  about  a  year  ago  you  probably  saw  some  articles  in  the 
paper  about  the  plans  to  try  to  get  that  bridge  reconstructed  and  at  that 
time  there  was  quite  a  bit  of  federal  money  for  bridge  replacement  pro- 
grams and  that's  what  we  were  hoping  to  get  in  on.  Well  now  the  picture, 
as  far  as  the  Federal  Government,  has  changed  considerably  and  plus 
there's  been  so  many  bridges  that  come  up  under  this  bridge  replacement 
program  that  we  just  haven't  been  able  to  do  it  and  I  don't  know  what's 
going  to  happen  with  that  funding. 

Okay.  Does  that  about  kind  of  cover  the  things  you  were  concerned  with? 
I  guess  the  other  part  of  it,  we  can  take  your  comments  in  as  things  to 
consider  where  we  can.  The  gentleman  here  has  a  statement. 

I'm  John  Franklin  with  the  Flathead  County  Safety  Council.  Most  of  our 
interests  have  been  covered  tonight.   I  just  wanted  to  read  a  part  of 
this  statement  here  that  we  have  prepared.  The  present  safety  problems 
on  LaSalle/Highway  40  proposition  we  feel  are  major  and  the  proposal 
would  be  a  serious  detriment  to  the  traveling  public  without  the  cor- 
rection of  these  problems.  We  recognize  a  major  safety  problem  exists  at 
the  Evergreen  School  and  that  problem  can  only  grow  out  there  so  that's  a 
very  major  problem.   Also  Helena  Flats  is  mentioned  too.  The  proposed 
redesignation  of  Highway  2  should  be  seriously  considered  only  after  the 
listed  safety  problems  are  addressed.   The  construction  of  the  improve- 
ments for  safety  to  the  traveling  public  are  included  in  the  proposal  so 
we  feel  that  it's  a  good  proposal  as  long  as  all  the  safety  problems  are 
addressed  and  included  like  I  say  in  the  proposal  before  it's  put  out 
again. 

Thank  you.   Okay,  I  guess  I  should  point  out  another  thing  you  just 
reminded  me  that  at  our  hearing  last  night  we  received  several  state- 
ments, prepared  statements  were  submitted,  and  he  turned  in  that  state- 
ment at  that  time.   That  will  be  included  as  part  of  the  testimony  at 
both  hearings  and  be  duly  taken  into  consideration  so  for  those  of  you 
who  either  turned  a  statement  in  last  night  or  those  who  are  not  here 


-49- 


that  did,  why  that  falls  in  the  same  category.   No,  it  won't  be  nec- 
essary.  Just  the  one  time,  either  last  night  or  tonight  will  be 
sufficient.   I  haven't  touched  on  it  yet.   I'll  get  to  that.   Okay,  no 
problem. 

I  guess  one  of  the  things  that  I  heard  him  say,  Tom,  and  maybe  we  should 
clarify  it  a  little  bit,  he  was  saying,  it  sounded  to  me  like  he  was 
saying,  that  he  would  go  along  with  the  change  in  designation  as  long  as 
these  projects,  or  these  things,  were  maybe  included  in  a  project  to  do 
something . 

J.  FRANKLIN:  Those  proposals  should  include  not  only  signing,  safety  improvements 
especially.  Something  has  to  be  done  at  the  Evergreen  School  and  we 
think  that  problem  should  be  taken  care  of  before  this  is  finalized. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay,  and  taking  care  of  might  include  anything  from  just  an  addition  of 
a  traffic  light  or  warning  signals  or  something  that  would  be  a  con- 
struction item,  but  could  get  into  a  considerable  amount  of  money. 

J.  FRANKLIN:  An  overhead  crossing  at  Evergreen  School  is  what  we  are  very  much  in 
favor  of  out  there. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay.   Yeah,  that  would  be  an  item  that  would  be  a  significant  con- 
struction item  that  you  would  propose  we  include  or  do  as  part  of  this 
proposal  to  change  the  designation.   Pardon? 

J.  FRANKLIN:   In  other  words,  look  at  everything  that  is  a  problem  to  make  that  a  safe 
route.  ' 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay,  I  guess  we  probably  wouldn't  be  able  to  say  that  any  of  those  types 
of  construction  items  could  be  accomplished  at  the  same  time  or  in  the 
process  of  making  this  change  in  designation.   Would  that  be  fair,  Tom? 
Those  things  could  be  done  as  a  separate  project  later  on,  but  probably 
not  included  as  part  of  this  action,  I  guess  is  how  you  would  want  to  say 
it.   Right? 

T.  BARNARD:    I  guess  the  way  I'd  put  it  is  that's  the  reason  we're  out  here  is  to  find 
out  what  we're  going  to  do,  if  we're  going  to  do  it,  if  we're  going  to  do 
it  just  by  changing  the  signs  or  if  we've  got  to  make  corrections  before 
we  change  or  forget  it,  or  whatever  you  know.   That's  the  reason  we're 
here  and  until  we  get  the  input  from  everybody,  look  at  all  the  con- 
siderations we  have  to,  I  couldn't  answer  that. 

I  might  add  one  thing  though,  for  John's  benefit.   After  the  meeting  last 
night,  I  set  you  up  a  little  bit.   I  talked  some  more  to  the  Evergreen 
School  people  and  I  told  them  the  Flathead  Safety  Council  would  be  glad 
to  assist  in  working  on  that  problem. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay,  then  that's  his  input  or  his  proposal.   We  include  that  and  it 
would  be  something  we'd  have  to  take  into  consideration.   Yes? 

F.  O'BOYLE:  1  think  these  things  we  addressed  to  the  TAG  Committee.  It's  documented 
and  also,  the  bridge,  and  you  may  just  stress  a  little  bit  more  on  that 
safety  factor  on  the  bridge  when  we  went  to  the  TAC  meeting,  you  recall. 
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T.  BARNARD:    That's  good  and  basically  what  the  motion  said  that  came  out  approved  of 
the  TAC  Committee  was  that  they  were  in  favor  of  the  reroute  of  Highway  2 
providing  a  list  of  factors  were  considered.   There  were  the  three  inter- 
sections, the  school  crossings,  both  the  Evergreen  School,  and  there  I 
think  we  did  in  fact  omit  Helena  Flats,  the  Columbia  Falls  School  cross- 
ing, the  railroad  crossing  out  there,  Rose  crossing,  the  airport,  the 
Flathead  River  bridge  east  of  town,  and  that's  the  basis  of  it.   It  said 
that  those  things  had  to  be  considered. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay,  and  I  guess  we  do  have  those  on  the  list  for  foremost  in  the  pro- 
cess of  this  review.  The  gentleman  back  here,  please? 

R.  HAUGEN:     Ray  Haugen,  Evergreen  School  District  Superintendent.   I'd  like  to  em- 
bellish the  scenario  a  little  bit  for  John  Franklin.   Before  I  do,  I 
understand  what  we're  up  against  and  we're  asking  for  concessions  for  the 
rights  of  pedestrians.   We're  dealing  with  State  Highway  officials  and 
County  road  officials.   I  guess  there  isn't  a  State  sidewalk  department, 
is  there,  or  anything  like  that?  You  people  are  in  the  business  of 
building  roads  and  moving  traffic  and  believe  me  you  do  an  outstanding 
job.   It  takes  a  lot  of  money  and  a  lot  of  time  and  a  lot  of  planning  but 
at  the  same  time  I  guess  we  need  to  take  a  look  at  our  perspective  and 
ask  ourselves  how  valuable  are  the  people  that  walk  everyday.   At  the 
intersection  of  LaSalle  and  Evergreen  we  have  about  500  student  crossings 
per  day,  that's  pedestrian  crossings  along  with  the  bicycles  that  some  of 
them  have.   That's  about  2,500  a  week,  and  I  dare  say  that  this  is  the 
busiest  pedestrian  intersection  between  Columbia  Falls  and  whatever, 
Spokane,  I  don't  know,  maybe  Missoula.  And  to  compound  that  situation, 
we're  going  to  get  an  unhealthy  mix  when  the  Bitney  development  is  com- 
pleted on  west  Evergreen,  which  is  bound  to  throw  a  lot  of  traffic  coming 
down  west  Evergreen  to  turn  onto  LaSalle  left  or  right  or  straight 
across.   I  don't  know  what  the  demographic  studies  or  projections  are  for 
this  part  of  the  country  ten  years  hence,  but  I  think  what  our  school 
board  would  like  to  do  is  put  you  on  notice  of  the  concerns.  We  believe 
that  in  ten  years  or  so,  and  perhaps  after  the  Olympics  are  held  in 
Calgary,  and  that  will  open  up  this  part  of  the  country  to  some  folks 
that  haven't  seen  it  before,  it's  going  to  be  a  nightmare  out  there. 

I  guess  maybe  you  didn't  understand  that  our  boundaries  are  the  Whitefish 
River  and  we're  not  going  to  move  the  school  up  by  Whitefish  Stage. 
We're  going  to  try  to  change  the  access,  I  think.  My  Board  Chairman  is 
sitting  here  so  if  I'm  saying  the  wrong  thing  he'll  correct  me.   We're 
going  to  try  to  move  the  access  to  our  school  off  LaSalle  onto  west 
Evergreen.   Try  to  take  away  that  hazard.   Right  now  there's  a  bubble 
light,  a  dancing,  flashing  light  and  then  there's  a  crosswalk  in  front  of 
the  middle  school.   Then  a  few  hundred  feet  down  the  road  is  the  inter- 
section of  LaSalle  and  Evergreen.   That's  kind  of  double  trouble.   So 
we're  going  to  try  to  get  rid  of  that  one  and  what  the  School  Board  wants 
is  a  good  safe  crossing  at  LaSalle  and  Evergreen  in  light  of  the 
increased  traffic,  both  vehicular  and  pedestrian.   And  not  just  for 
today,  but  five,  ten  years  down  the  road  if  you  please. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay.   Thank  you  for  expounding  on  that  circumstance  probably  a  little 
more.   Okay,  anyone  else  have  anything  to  add?   The  genetleman  here 
please? 
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D.  JUKICH:     Well,  as  long  as  they're  finally  going  to  let  a  taxpayer  say  something,  I 
my  as  well  get  in  on  this.   I'm,  Dick  Jukich.   I  live  across  the  Highway 
2  bridge  and  I'm  very  concerned  about  the  bridge.   I've  had  a  vehicle 
lost  on  it  and  I've  had  some  near  collisions  on  it.   I've  driven  it  for 
12  years,  or  15  years  I  guess.   I've  owned  a  gravel  pit  over  there.   I've 
run  loaders  over  there.   You  say  that  there's  a  car  count  on  the  four 
lane  highway  up  there  by  the  airport  or  on  LaSalle  Road  at  the  present 
time.   How  long  is  it  going  to  be  before  you  have  to  make  it  a  six  lane 
road?  You  put  all  your  marbles  in  one  place. 

You  want  to  turn  the  old  highway,  what  is  it,  37  from  the  Creston  Y  to 
Columbia  Heights,  you  want  to  turn  it  over  to  the  County.   I  think  the 
County's  got  enough  to  do.   In  the  same  sense,  there's  a  lot  of  truckers 
that  know  that  road  and  will  forever  use  that  road  going  east,  west, 
north  and  south  if  they  happen  to  be  going  up  into  the  canyon.   I  think 
you're  going  to  let  that  road  deteriorate  itself.   I  think  you  should 
maintain  that  road.   I  hear  the  count  on  —  from  Highway  2  --  Everybody 
says  Highway  2  and  you  tell  me  that  all  the  traffic  will  go  to  the  better 
road.  What  about  93,  how  much  traffic  is  going  to  swing  off  of  93  and  go 
over  to  LaSalle  and  come  down  then?  Did  you  count  that?  It's  going  to 
increase  it  more.   I  think  the  Evergreen  School  Superintendent  was  that 
one  that  got  what  I  was  thinking  about.   It  seems  like  the  State  has  all 
the  intent  to  build  a  highway  come  hell  or  high  water  and  if  the  guy  gets 
in  front  of  it,  well  we'll  roll  him  over  and  clean  up  the  blood  spots  and 
we'll  do  another  one.  And  the  same  way  with  the  Highway  2  bridge.  There 
doesn't  seem  to  be  any  thought  of  pedestrian  safety  of  any  kind.   I've 
talked  to  the  State  down  here  in  the  offices  about  getting  a  walkway 
across  that  bridge.   One  man  had  the  audacity  to  tell  me  the  bridge 
wasn't  good  enough  to  hang  steel  on,  to  hang  a  bridge  on,  or  to  hang  a 
walkway  on.   Yet,  yesterday  at  Columbia  Falls,  I  heard  a  man  say  well 
there's  only  one  little  spot  or  two.   I've  walked  that  bridge.   I've 
ridden  loaders  across  it.   Go  stand  on  that  bridge  when  a  chip  truck  goes 
by  if  you  want  a  ride.   Yet,  they  say  there's  no  plan  to  rebuild  that 
bridge.   It's  a  major  arterial.   Where  you  going  to  go?  Columbia  Falls 
or  are  you  going  to  go  down  to  lower  valley  to  get  across  the  river.   I 
think  a  lot  of  thought  should  get  into  that  area  rather  than  just  trying 
to  unload  the  bridge  and  the  roads  on  the  County. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay,  then  your  main  point  is  to  get  after  that  bridge? 

D.  JUKICH:     I'm  definitely  against  it,  if  you  haven't  understood  --  A  change  in 
Highway  2  designation. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Right.  Okay,  thank  you. 

T.  BARNARD:    I  was  just  going  to  comment  that  the  bridge  would  remain  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Highway  Department  even  with  the  change. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Okay,  I  was  going  to  kind  of  summarize  a  little  bit,  unless  somebody  has 
another  comment.   The  gentleman  here  please? 

S.  STUMBO:     I'm  Steve  Stumbo  and  I'm  President  of  the  Parent-Teachers  Association  at 
Evergreen  Schools  and  I  just  want  to  reinforce  what  has  already  been  said 
by  the  officials  of  the  School  Board  and  the  Safety  Committee.   I've  had 
a  number  of  parents  come  to  me  and  to  our  officers  and  just  to  basically 
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express  their  concern.   I  know  this  is  already  taken  into  consideration, 
but  we  just  want  to  let  you  know  that  not  just  consideration  of  a  cross- 
ing of  some  sort  at  the  Evergreen  Drive  crossing  on  LaSalle.   I  think  our 
strong  recommendation  would  be  an  overhead  walkway,  because  with  that 
many  children  you're  either  going  to  be  holding  up  traffic  a  couple  of 
times  a  day  or  else  some  kids  are  going  to  get  run  over.   I  happen  to 
live  right  on  that  corner  and  I  drive  Evergreen  Drive  everyday.   I  have 
children  that  cross  LaSalle  everyday  and  I'm  a  concerned  parent.   I  think 
I  express  the  concern  of  many  parents  which  live  in  the  Evergreen  area. 
Evergreen  is  made  up  of  many  young  families  and  we  have  a  lot  of  kids  out 
there  and  we  don't  want  it  to  have  to  come  after  the  fact. 


D.  BARTSCH: 


C.  ELLISON: 


I  know  money  is  a  factor,  you  know  you  can't  get  anything  done  without 
the  funds.   I  would  hate  to  see  this  project  go  forward  and  have  it 
allowed  to  remain  in  the  plans  that  sometime  in  the  future  we  will  con- 
sider an  adequate  crossing  at  Evergreen  Drive.   I  believe  the  crossing 
should  be  the  primary  consideration  and  then  the  rest  of  it  should  be 
completed  and  I  think  I  speak  on  behalf  of  many  parents.  At  this  point, 
I  don't  say  either  for  or  against  the  rerouting.   I  only  speak  in  terms 
of  the  expressed  wishes  of  many  parents  that  we  adequately  consider  a 
crossing  in  Evergreen  and  I  would  assume  that  we  are  talking  the  same 
thing  in  Columbia  Falls  and  wherever  there  is  a  significant  amount  of 
pedestrian  traffic.   Thank  you. 

Okay,  thank  you.   Reinforcing  requests  for  looking  at  the  overhead  sepa- 
ration for  the  pedestrian  crossing.   Okay,  yes,  ma'am. 

Colleen  Ellison,  Mayor  elect,  Columbia  Falls.   We  are  in  favor  of  the 
rerouting.   We  recognize  having  2,000  students  crossing  daily,  we  have 
schools  on  both  sides  of  our  highway,  it  is  an  existing  problem  that  we 
need  to  solve,  whether  we  have  a  highway  rerouting  or  not,  so  we  are 
going  to  proceed  in  that  direction  to  correct  that  problem  whether  it's 
rerouted  or  not,  but  naturally  as  the  City  of  Columbia  Falls  we  feel  it 
will  benefit  us  and  we  support  it.   Thank  you. 


D.  BARTSH: 
H.  OLDENBURG: 


Okay,  thank  you. 

Henry  Oldenburg,  County  Commissioner.   I  want  to  address  a  number  of 
concerns  and  I  want  to  read  this  for  the  official  record.   This  is  a 
letter  of  November  17  from  the  Department  of  Highways,  State  of  Montana, 
directed  to  Flathead  County  Commissioners,  from  William  J.  Hebert,  Chief, 
Field  Maintenance  Bureau: 


"In  the  event  that  a  trade  is  made  between  the  Montana  Department  of 
Highways  and  Flathead  County  in  the  pending  switch  of  U.S.  #2  be- 
tween intersections  of  Route  206  and  Montana  40  for  the  secondary 
Route  206  from  the  intersection  with  U.S.  #2  and  Montana  40,  I  have 
the  following  proposal:  As  this  is  an  increase  of  additional  lane 
lines  to  maintain  for  us  and  a  decrease  for  Flathead  County,  it  is 
proposed  that  you  also  assume  the  maintenance  of  the  Hungry  Horse 
access  road  from  intersection  with  U.S.  #2  at  Hungry  Horse  to  the 
dam,  a  distance  of  four  miles.  The  additional  lane  lines  taken  over 
on  Route  206  amounts  to  over  12  lane  miles." 
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Charlie  Phillips,  who  is  our  road  superintendent,  Maintenance  Super- 
intendent, Flathead  County  Road  Department,  directed  this  letter  to  us 
November  30: 

"The  Board  of  Flathead  County  Commissioners.  Re:  Proposed  Highway 
206  and  Hungry  Horse  Exchange.  This  letter  is  in  reference  to  the 
proposed  exchange  of  maintenance  on  Highway  206  and  maintenance  on 
road  leading  to  Hungry  Horse  Dam.  After  looking  at  206,  and  that's 
Haynes  Corner  to  Columbia  Heights,  it  is  my  opinion  that  this  road 
is  in  'pretty  bad  shape.'  There  seem  to  be  numerous  soft  spots  in 
the  road.  In  the  spring  and  summer  of  1981  the  State  did  a  lot  of 
half-soling  and  it  looks  as  if  a  lot  more  work  is  yet  to  be  done. 
In  the  spring  of  1981  the  State  lost  a  lot  of  the  road  due  to  frost 
boils.  Some  of  these  frost  boils  are  now  half-soled  with  a  thin 
layer  of  asphalt,  but  I  can  see  a  lot  more  trouble  spots  that  look 
as  if  this  could  happen  again  in  the  near  future. 

To  my  knowledge  206  has  never  been  chip  sealed.  If  we  take  206,  I 
can  see  a  very  high  maintenance  cost  for  years  to  come.  The  volume 
of  traffic  on  206  is  quite  high  and  I  do  not  think  it  will  decrease 
in  the  future  even  with  the  new  proposed  relocation  of  Highway  2 
East.  The  trucks  hauling  chips  from  Columbia  Falls  to  Missoula  use 
this  road  as  well  as  the  logging  trucks  that  come  out  of  the  Swan 
and  they  will  continue  to  use  this  road.  I  feel  that  the  tourist 
traffic  coming  up  from  the  south  to  the  Park  or  from  the  Park  to 
Flathead  Lake  will  not  diminish.  As  for  the  four  miles  from  Hungry 
Horse  to  the  dam,  the  surface  of  this  road  is  in  'horrible  con- 
dition.' It  looks  like  a  half-sole  job  will  be  needed  in  the  very 
near  future.  Winter  maintenance  on  this  road  would  be  quite  costly 
in  that  it  is  very  steep  with  many  winding  curves.  Many  logging 
trucks  haul  over  this  road  from  the  south  fork.  The  main  inter- 
section from  Hungry  Horse  Dam  to  Highway  2  is  very  hazardous !  Both 
of  these  proposals  would  entail  a  lot  of  time,  manpower  and  addi- 
tional expense  to  the  County  to  maintain  thereby  increasing  the 
burdens  on  the  road  department  and  budget  and  because  of  this  I  feel 
very  relunctant  to  heartily  endorse  the  proposed  exchanges. 
Sincerely,  Charlie  Phillips." 

This  indicates  the  reason  why  I  stand  before  you  and  these  are  concerns 
that  I  have.   As  I  stated  last  night,  I  support  the  safety  proposals  of 
the  Flathead  County  Safety  Council,  the  Evergreen  School  Board  and  Super- 
intendent, the  Columbia  Falls  School  Board  and  the  Superintendent,  the 
Helena  Flats  School  and  others.   From  my  observations,  this  redesig- 
nation,  and  I  must  speak  very  straightforwardly  here,  this  redesignation 
is  already  in  the  bag.   Why?   Several  reasons.   #1  -  The  206  segment, 
Haynes  Corner  to  Columbia  Heights,  is  in  need  of  restoration/ 
reconstruction.   That's  a  tremendous  cost  to  the  State  of  Montana.   #2  - 
If  #2  stays  East,  a  new  bridge  will  be  required  at  millions  of  dollars  of 
cost.   #3  -  If  redesignation  occurs,  testimony  last  night  indicated  about 
one  million  dollars  for  rebuilding  the  top  of  the  existing  bridge  would 
be  in  line  and  this  is  a  tremendous  savings  for  the  State.   #4  -  Direct- 
ing #2  down  LaSalle  will  give  the  State  of  Montana  a  near  straight  shot 
onto  Willow  Glen  Drive  for  a  bypass  around  Kalispell  and  this  of  course 
will  direct  tourist  traffic  away  from  downtown  Kalispell.   That's  just  an 
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added  point  that  people  in  Kalispell  might  want  to  consider.   The  5th 
point  -  Flathead  County  would  have  to  accept  206,  Haynes  Corner  to  Col- 
umbia Heights,  and  the  tremendous  cost  of  reconstruction  over  the  next 
few  years . 

Last  night,  Mr.  Ripply  indicated  the  desirability  of  directing  truck 
traffic  toward  Bigfork  and  the  focus  of  tourist  traffic  onto  LaSalle.  He 
repeated  that  tonight.  This  would  devastate  the  recreational  and  resort 
character  of  Bigfork' s  tourist  oriented  economy.   I  might  say  that  my 
mailing  address  is  Bigfork  and  let  no  thought  be  there,  I  am  defending  my 
hometown  in  a  sense,  just  as  much  as  Cec  did  for  his,  but  I  take  very 
serious  exception  to  the  set  of  conclusions  which  Mr.  Ripply  has  drawn 
which  I  feel  are  based  upon  wholly  inadequate  research,  particularly  with 
regard  to  the  east  side  traffic  picture.   An  important  fact  --  The  cost 
savings  for  the  State  of  Montana  could  pay  for  all  the  safety  features 
needed.   It  could  also  pay  for  reconstruction  of  206,  Haynes  Corner  to 
Columbia  Heights,  leaving  only  winter  snow  removal,  etc.,  for  Flathead 
County  to  undertake.   As  I  emphasized  last  night,  the  only  feasible  way 
to  even  begin  to  protect  existing  businesses  on  Highway  2,  and  south  to 
Bigfork,  is  by  designating  Highway  35  and  the  present  Highway  2  as  a 
state  scenic  highway  to  attract  and  retain  tourist  traffic. 

I  emphasize  also  in  talking  with  the  road  crew  this  afternoon  my  concerns 
and  they  told  me  and  I  quote  one  fellow,  "Don't  give  us  that  'blank'  road 
to  maintain,  namely  206."  They  had  some  other  comments  but  they're  not 
appropriate  here  in  mixed  company.   My  suggestions  would  be  these:   1) 
the  State  reconstruct  106;  2)  then  the  County  can  maintain  it;  3)  es- 
tablish the  state  scenic  route  designation  for  Highway  35  and  existing 
Highway  2;  4)  the  State  reconstruct  the  high  bridge  over  the  Flathead 
River  to  not  merely  limited  use  but  full  use  indicating  10,  20,  30  year 
utilization;  5)  the  State  commit  itself  also  to  constructing  all  needed 
safety  features.   Now  these  suggestions,  and  these  alone,  will  protect 
Flathead  County  taxpayers  from  substantially  higher  costs  which  our  road 
program  cannot  adequately  deal  with  right  at  the  present  time.   Before 
the  change  is  okay'd,  the  total  real  costs,  pro  and  con,  must  be  made 
public  to  all  concerned  citizens.   Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Thank  you.   Do  you  have  a  copy  of  that  to  turn  in?  Okay,  we  can  get  it 
later.   Thank  you  for  the  outline  of  priorities  we  should  be  looking  at. 

Anybody  else  have  any  comments?   I've  covered  just  about  all  that  I  know 
about.   Bill  reminded  me  to  comment  on  the  sign-up  sheets.   We  have  a 
couple  of  folders  here  that  we  would  like  to  have  you  print  your  name  and 
address  on.   Indicate  if  you  were  a  speaker  and  if  you  would  wish  a  copy 
of  the  transcript.   A  couple  of  them  are  up  here  and  we  would  appreciate 
it  if  all  of  the  speakers  for  sure,  would  put  their  names  on  there  and  of 
course  anyone  else  who  wishes  a  transcript. 

After  the  meeting  tonight,  we'll  prepare  the  transcript,  it  will  be 
distributed  to  all  the  State,  County,  City,  Federal  offices,  officials 
that  have  to  review  the  input.   Anyone  else  that  wishes  a  copy  for  their 
record,  or  to  look  at  later,  can  get  one.   Then  a  decision  will  be  made 
as  to  what  to  do.   Primarily  it  would  come  out  of  the  County  Commis- 
sioners' office  in  the  form  of  a  proposal  or  a  recommendation  from  the 
State.   when  I  receive  that  approval  or  that  decision,  I  will  send  out  a 
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notice  to  any  of  the  people  I  have  in  my  mailing  list,  and  publish  that 
decision  in  the  local  newspapers.   If  it  were  to  happen,  if  the  change 
were  to  take  place,  it  would  have  to  come  before  the  Highway  Commission 
and  then  be  approved  by  the  Federal  Highway,  at  least  in  their  Helena 
office. 

So  those  actions  will  have  to  take  place  later  on  so  there  will  be  public 
notices  and  information  coming  out  as  the  thing  progresses  or  is  turned 
down  or  whatever.   That's  about  how  it  looks  from  this  point  on.   Yes, 
Sir? 


UNIDENTIFIED: 
D.  BARTSCH: 
R.  LYBECK: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


iT.  BARNARD: 


R.  LYECK: 
T.  BARNARD: 


R.  LYBECK: 


Inaudible. 

You  bet  ya. 

After  hearing  your  presentation  tonight,  I  do  have  this  one  question  and 
an  observation.  We  have  the  four  lane  now  from  the  airport  to  the  Blue 
Moon  and  we  have  a  section  from  #2  Highway  up  through  the  Evergreen  that 
is  four  lane.  The  balance  is  two  lane.  If  and  when  this  is  made  into  a 
four  lane,  what  would  be  the  designation  on  that?  Would  that  be  a 
limited  access,  such  as  a  north  end,  or  would  it  be  at  the  south  end  and 
open  ended  there  with  no  limited  access?   Could  you  answer  that? 

I  don't  believe  so.   At  this  point  we  have  no  designation  for  that,  that 
I  know  of.   That  would  have  to  be  part  of  the  plans,  wouldn't  it,  Tom, 
when  that  proposal  started  to  be  worked  on? 

Yeah.   There's  no  way  we  could  answer  that  directly  right  now,  Ray.   I 
think  if,  at  the  time  that  went  to  four  lane,  we  were  in  a  similar  situ- 
ation where  we  were  on  that  northern  part  of  it,  where  there  wasn't  a  lot 
of  development  yet  and  not  a  great  number  of  approaches,  then  if  we  had 
the  money  and  could  do  it,  we'd  try  to  limit  the  access,  but  right  now  I 
couldn't  say  yes  or  no. 

This  will  be  at  public  hearing  later  when  this  comes  up? 

Yes.   It  would  be  one  of  the  things  that  would  be  considered  in  a  public 
hearing  and  it's  also  one  thing  that  the  Highway  Commission  itself  has  to 
adopt  as  a  limited  access  resolution.   You  know  we  can't  do  it  ourselves. 
It's  up  to  the  Commission. 

Okay,  thank  you.   And  the  other  thing,  the  observation  I  have,  I  be- 
lieve --  I  very  much  thank  you  as  an  order,  for  you  officials  in  charge 
of  this,  of  taking  the  time  in  giving  us  an  opportunity  to  come  and 
present  our  concerns,  our  approval,  disapproval,  or  whatever  it  might  be, 
and  I  think  we  certainly  thank  you  for  taking  the  time  in  doing  this  for 
us. 


D.  BARTSCH:  Okay.  Thank  you  very  much.  I  guess  on  the  resolution  of  whether  it's  a 
limited  access  or  not,  in  the  past  projects  that  I've  had  public  hearings 
on  around  the  state,  where  there  is  a  construction  job  and  a  suggestion 
that  that  be  included,  that's  usually  the  first  time  it's  brought  up  to 
the  public  is  at  a  public  hearing.  We'll  go  over  the  job  and  the  basic 
concept  of  the  job  and  also  bring  out  the  fact  that  it's  being  considered 
as  a  limited  access  —  to  be  designated  as  limited  access,  and  of  course 
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at  that  time  many  of  you  get  a  chance  to  contribute  to  thoughts  on  it. 
Somebody  else?  The  gentleman  who  has  his  hand  up. 

S.  SCHAFFER:   I'm  Stan  Schaffer,  taxpayer.   I  just  feel  like  I  have  to  voice  an  opinion 
here.   I  agree  with  Ray  that  we  can  appreciate  this  chance  for  public 
input  and  I  guess  the  input  I'd  like  to  give  won't  address  anything  to 
help  this  problem  here,  but  I  feel  like  maybe  your  public  input  hearing 
is  a  little  bit  late  in  this  redesignation.  What  I'm  thinking  of  is  that 
here  in  the  past  few  years  you  have  reconstructed  part  of  LaSalle  to  four 
lane  highway,  you've  made  a  four  lane  bridgeway  over  the  river  at  Colum- 
bia Falls  and  now  you  come  before  the  public  with  your  public  input  and 
with  your  consultants  telling  us  that  the  money  says,  that  economically, 
yes,  we  should  redesignate.   The  bridge  is  already  there,  part  of  the 
highway  is  already  built.   I  guess  what  it  reminds  me  of  a  little  bit 
would  be  a  man  who  lives  in  a  50  year  old  house  let's  say  and  he  goes 
over  on  the  other  side  of  the  lot  and  he  builds  a  foundation  and  frames 
up  the  house  and  puts  the  roof  on  it  and  then  he  comes  back  to  his  wife 
and  says,  "Well  I'm  thinking  of  either  fixing  up  the  old  house  here  or 
building  a  new  one  and  moving  over  there,  but  before  I  do  I  want  to  get 
your  thoughts  on  it  or  get  your  input."  And  that's  really  kind  of  what  I 
feel  here.   Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:    Most  interesting.   Okay,  I  guess  nobody  from  the  Highway  here  can  make 
much  of  a  comment  about  whether  that  indeed  was  designed  that  way  or 
whether  it  just  happened.  Anybody  else?  Yes,  ma'am? 

C.  ELLISON:    I  just  can't  resist  this.  Highway  40  in  Columbia  Falls  since  I  came  here 
26  years  ago  --We  have  been  trying  to  get  Highway  40  redone.   That 
bridge  and  that  improvement  is  the  result  of  Highway  40  in  26  years. 

Whether  it's  Highway  2  rerouting,  it  was  Highway  40  we  were  after.  Thank 
you. 

D.  BARTSCH:    The  gentleman  right  in  the  back? 

C.  HUDSON:     I'm  going  to  sit  down  because  it's  been  a  long  day.   My  name  is  Cecil 
Hudson,  I'm  the  Mayor,  present  Mayor  of  Columbia  Falls.  Highway  40  has 
been  in  the  making  for  34  years.   LaSalle  has  been  done  twice  since  this 
time.   We  have  as  many  kids  or  more  crossing  Highway  40  than  Evergreen 
does.   I  appreciate  the  thought  of  all  the  school  administrators  thinking 
about  the  kids,  because  I  have  grandchildren  and  I  feel  that  this  Highway 
Department  is  trying  to  do  the  right  thing  and  organized  something  that 
would  benefit  everybody.   I  don't  think  it's  going  to  hurt  those  motels 
because  they're  going  to  use  old  Highway  2  or  whatever  it  may  be  and  if 
Henry  hadn't  of  mentioned  my  name  I  wouldn't  have  gotten  up  here  and  said 
anything  but  Henry  likes  me  and  I  like  him,  but  I  like  him  in  his  place 
and  he  likes  me  in  my  place,  so  Henry  is  just  speaking  his  thoughts  and  I 
think  that  Cecil  Hudson  has  a  right  to  say  his  little  speech. 

I'm  for  redesignating  #  Highway  2  through  the  LaSalle,  because  I  don't 
think  it's  going  to  hurt  anybody.   They're  going  to  protect  the  kids, 
they're  not  going  to  let  them  run  out  there  like  a  bunch  of  cows.   So, 
let's  don't  get  the  cows  and  the  horses  and  the  kids  mixed  together.   So, 
if  we're  going  to  do  one  thing,  let's  do  it  all  and  it  will  eventually  be 
done  and  everybody  will  enjoy  it. 
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I  want  to  thank  these  guys  for  coming  up  here  and  putting  a  lot  of  input 
into  this  thing  and  it  costs  money  to  do  that  too.  I  feel  that  we  need 
to  do  something  to  get  a  better  highway  and  whatever  we  have  to  do,  I'm 
ready.  Thirty-four  years  ago,  I  came  to  Columbia  Falls  and  we  were 
trying  to  get  Highway  40  fixed.  Mel  Ruder  and  I  worked  on  that  highway 
until  about  four  years  ago  and  we  did  a  lot  of  traveling  to  Helena.  We 
went  all  over  the  state  trying  to  get  something  done  and  worked  hard  for 
it.  I'd  like  to  say  one  more  thing,  let's  don't  try  to  stop  good  pro- 
gress. Thank  you  very  much. 

D.  BAE.TSCH:    Okay,  thank  you.   And  I  guess  that  last  reference  there,  you  said  you 

were  working  on  Highway  2,  I  think  you  meant  Highway  40.   Okay,  we'll  put 
that  correction  in  the  transcript.   Okay,  I  don't  know,  I  feel  that  we 
got  all,  a  lot  of  good  input,  a  lot  of  good  comments  that  everyone  that's 
concerned  with  this  they're  going  to  have  to  take  into  consideration  and, 
if  nobody  else  has  any  last  words,  I  would  like  to  thank  you  all  very 
much  for  your  input  and  your  attention  tonight.   Good  evening. 
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September  Ik,    1981 


Mr,  To®  Barahart 

State  Division  of  Highways 

Helena,  Montana 


Dear  Sir: 

We  the  undersigned,  parents  of  children  in  Helena  Flats  School 

and  concerned  citizens  of  Helena  Flats  district,  submit  to  you 

this  petition  expressing  our  concern  for  the  lack  of  a  proper 

school  crossing  at  the  intersection  of  LaSalle  Road  and  Rose  Crossing. 

There  are  2.3  plus  chilcirewattendlng  Helena  Flats  School  who  cross  this 
intersection  daily  i«to.  traffic  averaging  speeds  of  50  miles  per  hour. 
The  crosswalks  are  poorly  marked  and  drivers  rarely  slow  to  respect 
the  school  gone  crossing  signs,  not  to  mention  the  passing  zone. 

The  traffic  on-  LaSalle  has  increased  greatly  due  to  the  improvements 
and  addition  of  the  four  lane.   Should  not  additional  measures  be  taken 
to  assure  tts©  allowance  of  a  safe  crossing  for  our  children? 

This  past  year  alone  several  accidents;  fatal  and  major  accidents, 
have  occurred  on  LaSalle  Road,  which  is  indicative  of  the  increased 
hazards  from   a  heavier  flow  of  traffic. 

We  are  hopeful  you  share  our  fears  for  the  safety  of  our  children  and 
will  immediately  authorize  safety  measures  such  as  a  blinking  light, 
or  a  stop  sign  and  a  no-passing  zone  at  this  intersection. 

The  necessity  for  a  safer  crossing  increases  daily  in  conduction  with 
highway  plans  for  LaSalle  Road.   We  sincerely  hone  this  anneal  is 
approved  and  acted  upon  without  delay. 
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DEC  1 8  1981 

HELENA,MOf«TAW 


Box  1309  —  Whitefish,  Mont.  59937 


(406) 862-3501 


December  l6,  1981 


Montana  Department  of  Highways 
2701  Prospect 
Helena,  MT  59620 
ATTNs  Gary  Wicks 

Dear  Mr.  Wicks: 

The  Whitefish  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce  would  like  to  go  on  record  in  support 
of  the  proposed  rerouting  of  US  Highway  2  via  Highway  tyO  and  LaSalle  Road. 

Sincerely , 


Randall  K.  Pugh 
Executive  Manager 


ccj  Columbia  Falls  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Kali spell  Chamber  of  Commerce 
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7  January  1982 

Kalispell,  Montana 
Dear  Sirs: 

I  am  writing  in  regards  to  the  proposed  re-routing  of  Hwy,  2  in  Kalispell. 

I  am  aware  that  this  is  not  a  new  idea  but  definately  one  that  affects  my 
investment  of  $350,000  on  this  already  established  Hwy.  2.   The  re-routing 
would  greatly  affect  my  business  for  many  reasons,  along  with  many  others  east 
of  the  K~Mart  junction. 

The  bfidge  crossing  the  Flathead  River  is  in  need  of  repair.   But  would 
it  not  have  to  be  updated  and  repaired  regardless  of  the  changing  of  the  high- 
way? Due  to  the  route  through  Creaton  to  Bigfork,  the  use  of  the  briJge  would 
still  be  needed  to  carry  traffic  that  route  and  also  to  residential  area  east 
of  the  bridge.  New  housing  is  going  up  all  over  out  there  along  wit})  trailer 
parks.   The  cost  is  still  there  to  re-build  the  bridge  even  with  the  proposed 
change. 

The  cost  in  inter-changes  at  the  now  Hwy.  2  at  Lasalle  Road  and  the  now 
Hwy.  2  one  at  Hwy.  ^+0  and  LaSalle  Road  and  also  one  At   Columbia  Heiryito  is  01 
great  consideration. 

The  re-routing  interferes  with  3  school  zones.   The  traffic  and  use  of  LaSalle 
Road  now  without  change  of  the  highway  is  dangerous  to  Helena  Flats  district 
and  especially  Evergreen  district  children.   The  lives  of  children  crossing  this 
now  busy  LaSalle  Road  are  greatly  endangered  now  without  a  proposal  to  greatly 
increase  the  traffic. 

There  is  a  railroad  along  LaSalle  Road,  now  used  mainly  for  lumber  industry. 
Is  this  change  in  the  re-routing  of  the  highway  going  to  mean  a  more  hazardous 
crossing  than  is  already  there  or  a  costly  railroad  change  too?  The  cost  of 
this  has  got  to  be  great,.  Without  more  traffic,  the  crossing  is  now  dangerous. 

The  change  of  the  highway  will  throw  all  traffic  into  working  traffic. 
LaSalle  Road  leads  to  the  major  industry  of  our  area  and  now  tourist  traffic 
will  be  added  to  the  already  heavy  load. 

The  commercial  businesses  not  affected  by  the  tourist  trade  are  already 
established  on  LaSalle  Road.  They  are  dependent  on  trade  from  local  people 
The  motels  and  established  businesses  along  the  now  Hwy.  2  are  dependent  on 
all  tourist  traffic.  The  revenue  to  these  businesses  are  a  great  loss.  Where 
is  this  justification? 

This  proposal  may  increase  property  value  on  LaSalle  Road  but  as  I  said 
before  it  decreases  revenue  to  established  businesses  on  the  now  Highway  2. 
Our  valley  is  dependent  on  all  trade  to  survive  especially  that  of  the  tourists. 

Consideration  that  is  mentioned  in  a  letter  I  received  regarding  this 
change,  mentions  cost  and  savings  regarding  highway  improvement  and  the  Flathead 
River  Bridge  etc.  but  there  is  not  enough  consideration  on  the  lives  of  children 
and  revenue  lost  to  businesses  etc. 

I  am  hoping  my  letter  and  those  of  others  who  will  write  will  turn  some 
heads  around  as  this  change  will  be  very  costly  to  the  state  and  many  local 
area  people  too.   There  is  lots  at  stake  to  everyone  involved  in  this. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Owner       y 

El  Rancho  Motel  and  Cafe 
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Gary  J.  Wicks 
Director  of  Highways 
27  01  Prospect  Avenue 
Helena,  Montana  59620 


128  Park  Avenue 
Kalispell,  Montana  59901 
December  9,  1981 


Dear  Mr.  Wicks: 

I  would  recommend  that  you  do  not  reroute  U.S.  2  along 
LaSalle  Road  through  Evergreen. 

We  have  children  who  will  have  to  cross  LaSalle  Road  to 
attend  school.  The  local  traffic  is  already  too  heavy  along 
LaSalle  Road  for  children  to  cross  safely.  If  we  add  commercial 
and  tourist  traffic  that  will  follow  a  designated  U.S.  2,  I'm 
afraid  we  will  be  inviting  disaster. 

If  you  feel  that  you  must  utilize  the  new  bridge  across 
the  Flathead  River  in  Columbia  Falls  as  part  of  U.S.  2,  would 
you  please  have  U.S.  2  follow  Montana  40  between  Columbia  Falls 
and  Whitefish,  and  use  the  same  road  for  U.S.  2    and 
between  Whitefish  and  Kalispell. 

I  will  be  eagerly  awaiting  your  response. 

Sincerely , 
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FLATHEAD  COUNTY 
SAFETY  COUNCIL 


P.O.  BOX  1011 


KALISPELL,  MONTANA  59901 


December  9,  1981 

Subjects   Concerning  the  Proposed  Redesignation  of  U.S.  Hwy.  2. 

Your  Flathead  County  Safety  Council  believes  the  present 
route  of  U.S.  Hwy.  2  to  be  adequate,  and  with  the  rebuilding  of /or 
replacement  of  the  Flathead  .River  Bridge  east  of  Kali  spell,  "the 
safest  of  the  choices  for  the  U.S8  Hwy.  2  designation. 

However,  with  the  present  safety  problems  of  the  La Salle  - 
Hwy  kO   proposed  redesignation  properly  addressed,  we  feel  this 
proposed  route  could  become  a  viable  alternative * 

The  safety  problems  on  the  LaSalle  -  Hwy  lfO  proposal  we 
feel  are  major  and  the  proposal  would  be  a  serious  detriment  to  the 
traveling  public  without  the  correction  of  these  problems » 

The  safety  problems  include  but  are  not  limited  to,  the 
intersection  of  LaSalle  Road  and  Hwy  2,  the  intersection  of  LaSalle 
Road  and  the  Evergreen  School  Crossing,  the  intersection  of  LaSalle 
Road  and  Hwy  ho,   the  intersection  of  Hwy  kO   and  2nd  Avenue  West  in 
Columbia  Falls,  and  the  intersection  of  Hwy  2  and  Hwy  J+0  in  Columbia 
Falls,, 

Your  Flathead  County  Safety  Council  recognizes  a  major 
safety  problem  exists  at  the  Evergreen  School  Crossing  at  LaSalle 
Road.  This  problem  can  only  grow  until  a  tragic  loss  of  life  occours. 

The  proposed  redesignation  of  U.S»  Hwy  2  should  be  seriously 
considered  only  after  the  listed  safety  problems  are  addressedt and 
the  construction  of  improvements  for  safety  of  the  traveling  public 
included  in  the  proposal. 


Sincerely, 


fohn  E.  Franklin 
President 
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Helena  Flats  School 

School  District  15 

1000  Helena  Flats  Road 
KALISPELL,  MONTANA  59901 

December  10,  1981 


State  Highway  Department 

Kali  spell,  MT 

59901 

Ref:  Rerouting  Highway  #2  along  LaSalle  Road 
Gentlemen: 

The  Helena  Flats  Board  of  Trustees  would  like  to  express  their  concern 
about  the  rerouting  of  Highway  #2  along  LaSalle  Road. 

There  are  several  students  who  attend  school  at  Helena  Flats  who  must 
cross  LaSalle  Road  at  Rose  Crossing.  We  are  not  opposed  to  the  rerouting 
if  the  safety  of  our  students  is  considered  and  the  proper  precautions 
taken. 

We  have  been  concerned  about  this  problem  and  have  expressed  our  concern 
to  the  Flathead  County  Commissioners  prior  to  the  rerouting  proposal. 
With  the  increased  traffic  that  will  result  if  Highway  #2  is  rerouted, 
hazardous  conditions  for  our  students  crossing  this  highway  will  be  greatly 
increased. 

We  would  appreciate  your  consideration  of  our  concern  for  the  safety  of  our 
students  before  a  final  decision  is  made. 


Sincerely, 


g$&^ 


Stanley  C.  Schaffer 

Chairman 

Helena  Flats  Board  of  Trustees 
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